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HISTORY OF THE CALENDAR OF DOCUMENTS IN THE 
ARCHIVES OF PARIS RELATING TO THE 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY. 
Edited and Being Printed by the Carnegie Institution, Washington, D. C. 


By Mrs. N. M. Miller Surrey. 
Author of Commerce of Louisiana During the French Regime 


In order to attain more satisfactory results in objects of 
common interest, to avoid unwise and unnecessary duplication, 
a desire grew up among workers in state and local historical 
societies throughout the United States for closer relations with 
one another and with the general historical association. There- 
fore, with the hope of establishing such connections, a confer- 
ence of representatives from state and local societies was made 
a part of the Chicago programme of the American Historical 
Association in 1904. The discussion at this meeting was on the 
“best methods of organizing State historical work, and the pos- 
sibilities of codperation between societies’; the 1905 confer- 
ence devoted much time to a further consideration of these 
same two questions.’ 

At the third “Conference of State and Local Historical 
Societies,” 1906, Dr. J. Franklin Jameson, director of the de- 
partment of historical research, Carnegie Institute, Washing- 
ton, D. C., talked on the work of his department in its relation 
to historical activity in state and local societies. He expressed 
the hope of making his department a clearing house for such 
societies, and stated its intention to carry on, in a broad and 
catholic spirit, a preliminary research in foreign archives to 
discover material relating to American history desired by the 
different societies.* 


1Apnual Report, American Historical Association, 1904, pp. 23-24. 
2Ibid., 1905, I., pp. 177-178. 
SIbid., 1906, L., p. 1566. 
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Dr. Jameson’s talk bore early fruit. At the 1907 confer- 
ence, Mr. Dunbar Rowland, of the Mississippi department of 
archives and history, read a paper on “The Codéperation of 
State Historical Societiés in the Gathering of Material in For- 
eign Archives.” Already, in 1906, Mississippi under his guid- 
ance, had begun such a search for material relating to its 
history. If these valuable documents were to come into general 
use, Mr. Rowland said, it must be by transcripts collected by 
well-equipped and thoroughly organized historical agencies, 
such as state departments of archives and‘history, and state 
supported historical societies, aided and advised by the depart- 
ment of historical research, Carnegie Institution, Washington, 
D. C., and the Manuscript Division of the Library of Congress. 
Moreover, the work, if well done, must have the fullest coédper- 
ation on the part of states interested in such material, because 
independent work by states would result in great waste in both 
money and energy. It was his belief that many of the prob- 
lems could be solved by an affiliation and codperation of states 
having a common object, such, for example, as the united in- | 
terest of the entire Mississippi valley in the archives of France. 
- His scheme of accomplishment was: (1) to make a preliminary 
study of the series of documents to be transcribed; (2) to pre- 
pare a calendar of such documents and to have it printed in the 
reports of the societies and transmitted to the Carnegie Insti- 
tution and to the Manuscript Division of the Library of Con- 
gress; (3) these two historical agencies were to act as clearing 
houses for societies throughout the United States. Such re- 
ports from the various societies were to form a source of 
information to be available at all times. 

As a result of this paper and the discussion that followed, 
the chairman of the conference was instructed to appoint a 
committee of seven members for the purpose of formulating and 
preparing, for the next annual conference, a plan of coépéra- 
tion for state historical societies and departments in collecting 
historical material. The committee as appointed was: 

1. Dunbar Rowland, Mississippi of Archives 
and History, Chairman; 

2. J. Franklin J ameson, Carnegie Institution, Department 
of Historical Research; 

3. Evarts B. Greene, University of Illinois; 
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4. Thomas M. Owen, Alabama Department of — 
and History; 

5. Benjamin F. Shambaugh, Iowa State University ; 

6. Reuben Gold Thwaites, Wisconsin State Historical 
Society ; 

7. Worthington C. Ford, Division of Manuscripts, Library 
of Congress.‘ 

Before the Madison meeting of the American Historical 
Association adjourned this committee got together informally 
on December 31, 1907, and fixed April 16, 1908, as the date for 
its first conference on the subject assigned it, and Washington, 
D. C., as the meeting place. In the mean time they were indi- 
vidually to make a preliminary study of the question. March 
12, 1908, a circular letter to the members suggested that all 
‘independent plans for coéperation that had developed should 
be submitted for the eonsideration of the full committee at 
least two weeks before the date, April 16, 1908; a majority of 
the members sent such memoranda. 

The first three in a list of five individual suggestions to the 
whole committee had to do with searching in foreign archive 
repositories for material relating to American history. With 
the exception of Mr. Owen, all the members were at the Wash- 
ington conference. From the beginning there was unanimity in 
the belief that the best field to begin codperative work among 
historical societies lay in the Mississippi valley where so many 
states were interested in the archives of France. Mississippi, 
Wisconsin, and Louisiana already had taken steps toward se- 
curing accurate transcripts from the Paris archives, and 
other historical agencies were contemplating similar undertak- 
ings. The most serious objections to these independent enter- 
prises was the heavy expense involved in searching out and 
cataloging the documents desired. Many series, each contain- 
ing a large number of huge volumes, must be read by each ind} 
vidual investigator in order to find the documents desired for 
his particular state. Fifteen or more states of the Mississippi 
valley were interested in the same series. If the funds to be 
expended in separate investigations could be pooled it seemed 
very possible a descriptive calendar of all documents in the 
French archives relating to the Mississippi basin could be had 
at less cost to each member of the pool than it would cost each 
to make an individual search. 


*Ibid., 1907, Bes pp. 57, 61-63. 
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Mr. W. G. Leland’s notes prepared for a guide to material 
in French archives relating to American history, given the com- 
mittee for examination by Dr. Jameson, clearly demonstrated 
to the members the very great importance of these sources for 
a complete understanding of the struggle of the French, 
English and Spanish for control of the continent. Convinced 
that a search in European archives for material relating to 
American history was the most promising field for codperative 
effort for historical societies, and that in this field the beginning 
should be made in the French repositories because the states of 
the Mississippi valley were all more or less interested in docu- 
ments to be found there, the “Committee of Seven” recom- 
mended to the “Conference of Historical Societies” in 1908: 
(1) “That the historical agencies of the Mississippi valley join 
in a codperative search of the French archives for historical 
material relating to the states embracedein that territory”; (2) 
“That a complete working calendar of all material in these 
archives relating to the Mississippi basin be prepared by an 
agent appointed by the representatives of the conference hav- 
ing the matter in hand”; (3) “That the calendar when com- 
pleted be published and distributed under the direction of the 
representatives of the conference”; (4) “That the necessary 
money for the preparation, publication, and distribution of the 
calendar be raised by voluntary contributions from the histori- 
cal agencies represented in the conference.” The committee 
estimated that the cost of making such a calendar would be 
about $2,000. If it were possible it was to be printed, other- 
wise contributors desiring a copy would be supplied with one. 
The report was accepted and the “Committee of Seven” was 
continued in service to carry forward the undertaking and to 
have power over subscriptions. Such, therefore, is the way the 
calendar of documents in the Paris archives relating to the 
history of the Mississippi valley was conceived and given birth.° 


| The next step was to procure the necessary funds to carry 

forward the enterprise. Scarcely had the “‘Committee of Sev- 
en”’ finished its first report when Mr. Dunbar Rowland pledged 
$200 for his own department, and a second $200 authorized 
by the Alabama department of archives and history, toward the 
necessary $2,000 fund; other promises of an informal nature 


*Ibid., 1908, I., pp. 150-154. 


| 

| 


History of the Calendar of Documents 555 


‘were also made.*® By the time of the annual conference in 1909, 
pledges to the amount of $2,000 had been received from his-. 
‘torical agencies related to the “American Historical Associa- 
tion” and represented in the “Conference of State Historical 
Societies” and Dr. J. Franklin Jameson was made treasurer of 
this calendar fund.’ 

All that was left of this original fund in 1911, was $83.88, 
therefore, some of the persons most interested in the undertak- 
ing feared it would have to be abandoned due to lack of funds. 
‘The “Committee of Seven,” fortunately, seem never for an in- 
stand to have entertained such a thought. It was authorized by 
the conference to procure additional funds for the calendar. 
Mr. Dunbar Rowland pledged $100 from the Mississippi de- 
partment of archives and history, thus a second time setting the 
fund ball to rolling.* Others of the original subscribers made 
additional grants and Mr. Clarence Burton contributed $50.° 
Money came in rapidly enough to carry along the work in 
Paris, though sometimes at a reduced rate of speed, and by 
1913, it was believed, ample funds had been pledged to com- 
plete the undertaking.’*® The treasurer’s report on the calen- 
dar fund gives the amounts received from each subscriber and 
some details regarding its expenditure. The subscriptions ran 
as follows :" 


RECEIPTS 
1909 1910 1911 1913 1914 


1. Alabama Department of Archives and History o's $200 $100 . 
3. Illinois State Historical Library.............. 200 200 
5. Iowa State Historical Society................ 200 
6. Kansas State Historical Society.............. 100 
7. Louisiana State Historical Society............ 200 
8. Michigan State Historical Commission........ 100° 
9. Mississippi Department of Archives and History S50 wit &éer 100 
11. Missouri State Historica! Society............ é aks ee sees 100 
12. Wisconsin State Historical Society............ SOG: 200 
$650 $350 $800 $950 $200 
$ 16.30 
Tateal amount ccc $2966.30 


*Ibid., 1908, I, p. 154. 
Ibid., 1909, pp. 290-291. 
*Ibid., 1911, L., pp. 253-254. 
*Ibid., 1912, p. 205. 


~Ibid., 1913, IL, p. 211. 
41Ibid., 1910, p. 247; 1911, L, p. 254; 1913, L, pp. 213-214; 1914, L, p. 303. 
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In 1908 the conference left to the discretion of the “Com-- 


mittee of Seven” whether to wait for subscriptions for the entire 


fund or to begin work on the calendar whenever a reasonable ° 


proportion had been pledged. The latter method was followed 


and in May, 1909, the “Committee of Seven” took up its next . 
task, that of finding an American student of American history 
who was both a skilled archivist and an intelligent investiga- 


tor to direct the work of cataloging the documents desired. 


The problem was solved in the happiest possible way through | 


an arrangement made by Dr. Jameson and Mr. Leland. The 


former had come to believe that the work could be done—to. 
the advantage of both undertakings—in connection with the. 
“‘Guide”’ to French material in the Paris archives upon which 
Mr. Leland for some time had been at work. The latter = 
promptly made known his willingness to do the work purely as 


a labor of love. 


These offers were accepted. The organization and direc-- 


tion was left largely to Mr. Leland, who was authorized to 


procure all needed assistants. He engaged at first but one as-— 
sistant, a person of intelligence, who began the cataloging in 
October, 1909, and carried it on as rapidly as was consistent . 
with thoroughness and accuracy.’* In October, 1910, he se-. 
cured the services of M. Abel Doysié, a man capable of carry- . 
ing the undertaking to completion, and placed him in imme-. 


diate charge of the cataloging. Later in that year Mr. Leland 


procured an additional worker, but the time which the three . 


spent on this particular work varied from month to month. At 


the time of the report made in 1911, nearly 1,000 documents . 


had been listed, ranging in date from the early part of the sev- 
enteenth century to 1848, and it was predicted that the calen- 


dar when completed, would be the most extensive catalog of 


documents in foreign archives ever attempted by any country, 


containing not less than 25,000 entries varying in length from 
two to six printed lines. Each entry was to describe its docu-| 


ment so completely that the entry could be used: (1) for the 


purpose of ordering transcripts of documents; (2) to aid per-. 
sonal investigation in the archives; (3) to a certain extent, as 


an historical source. * 


By January 1, 1912, most of the original fund, $1,800, was . 
spent, thereby forcing considerable curtailment in the work, . 


2Tbid., 1909, pp. 290-292. 
’Ibid., 1911, pp. 252-253. 
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yet upwards of 1,000 volumes or boxes were examined, and the 
number of entries for the calendar was increased to 15,000 dur- 
ing the year. The total number of volumes or boxes searched, 
up to. December 23, 1912, was between 4,000 and 5,000. These 
volumes had been selected with considerable care, hence they 
represented a very large part of the entire mass of material 
likely to bear in any way upon the history of the Mississippi 
valley.'* 

Additional funds from the original contributors made it. 
possible to continue the cataloging uninterrupted during the 
year 1913 when it was believed ample funds had been sub- 
scribed to complete the work. Two assistants were constantly 
at work, dividing their time between the calendar and the 
Carnegie Institution. During the year 1,000 volumes were ex- 
amined and 6,000 entries added to the calendar, thus bringing 
the number to about 21,000.** | 

The “Committee of Seven” confidently expected to report 
to the “Conference of Historical Societies” at the annual meet- 
ing in 1914, that the note-taking for the calendar of documents 
in the Paris archives bearing upon the history of the Mississippi 
valley was finished. In July, 1914, the work was interrupted by 
the illness of assistants, and a little later by the outbreak of 
war. M. Doysié was called to the colors, August 4, 1914; the 
archives were closed for a time; Mr. Leland returned to Ameri- 
ca in September. Thus step by step the work of cataloging 
was brought to a standstill. The greater part of the more im- 
- portant documents already had been listed, yet a considerable 
number still remained to be dealt with. Of this unfinished part 
not much could be done until the close of the war, and some of 
it, of necessity, must follow the “Guide.’’** 


No progress was made on the calendar in 1915, and no 
further reports concerning it were made at the annual confer- 
ences of historical societies until 1919, when Dr. Jameson, in 
an informal manner, stated that note taking in Paris had been 
resumed and would soon be finished. At the next annual meet- 
ing of the “‘Conference of Historical Societies,’”’ 1920, the ““Com- 
mittee of Seven” was instructed to bring in a report regarding 
the calendar of documents in the Paris archives relating to the 


“Ibid., 1912, pp. 202, 204. 
“Ibid., 1913, L, pp. 211-214. 
*Ibid., 1914, I, pp. 301-302. 
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history of the Mississippi valley.’ There seems to be no record 
that such a report was ever made, nor that the “‘Committee of 
Seven” was ever formally discharged, but there was acquies- 
cence. in the proposal that the Carnegie Institution should as- 
sume the expense of the remaining portions of the work, as 
indeed it had already begun to do. | 

Mr. Leland’s plan had been that the entries should be 
arranged chronologically, should be numbered, and should 
each contain the following data: (1) date; (2) place of writing; 
(3) author; (4) person to whom sent; (5) title of document, if 
any; (6) description of the document, mention being made 
especially of names—persons, tribes, rivers, etc.; (7) charac- 
ter of the document, i. e., original, copy, translation, etc.; (8) 
length; (9) location in the archives. To these nine points Mr. 
Dunbar Rowland added a tenth: (10) if printed, where.** 


In 1912 Mr. Leland brought up the question of editing and 
printing ; he magnanimously offered to do all the work of edit- 
ing himself—a second great contribution of his services to the 
undertaking as a labor of love. The notes being in French, it 
involved changing them to English as well as editing.’® Later, 
however, it appeared that an assistant must be specially en- 
gaged for editing and preparing for the press of such a formid- 
able mass of material. In 1917 the editing and printing was 
taken over by the Carnegie Institution. Mr. Leland, at the 
time, was occupied completely with the work of secretary to 
the ‘‘National Board of Historical Service,” and could give no 
time to the editing of the calendar. An assistant was procured 
and Dr. Jameson supervised the work which began October 1, 
1917. This editorial work involved changing the notes to 
English, yet keeping the form as outlined by Mr. Leland and 
Mr. Rowland in 1910. Whenever it was possible the notes 
were verified from transcripts of the documents to be found in 
the Manuscript Division of the Library of Congress. Of such 
transcripts there were a great many, hence the verification of 
series C'* and some others amounted almost to the making of 
new summaries. All the documents listed in the calendar and 
not transcribed in the Library of Congress were edited from the 
Paris notes without verification, except series B, which was veri- 


“Ibid., 1919, I., p. 135. 
Ibid., 1910, pp. 246-247. 
1912, pp. 204-205. 
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fied in part from transcripts of the documents to be found in 
the Canadian archives at Ottawa, and in part from the orig- 
inals in the Paris repository. 

By the end of the year 1918, there were 17,500 entries 
_ edited; the next year the number reached 22,000; 1920 in- 
creased them to 24,308; 1921 brought the number to 29,421. 
In 1924 the work was completed with about 32,000 entries. 
Before this point was reached the chronologizing was begun. 
This process brought together from various series the dupli- 
cates, which in some cases were found to be as many as twenty 
different copies. Wherever it was possible to determine the 
original document, the citations for all the duplicates were 
transferred to that entry. In other cases the transfer of the 
citations was made to the earliest or best copy. This consoli- 
dation threw out about 3,100 entries. Here the work of the 
assistant came to an end and the calendar passed back to Mr. 
Leland for its final revision, after which it will be printed by 


the Carnegie Institution. 


The printed calendar of the documents in the Paris arch- 
ives relating to the history of the Mississippi basin, will bring 
to the easy use of historical students about 30,000 documents 
distributed through something more than 100 different series, 
and 10,000 different volumes that are to be found in ten differ- 
ent repositories in Paris. In these storehouses of sources there 
is abundant material on early explorations, settlements, physio- 
graphical conditions, the advance of the fur trader and the 
missionary and their contacts with the numerous Indian tribes 
then dwelling in the valley. Here can be found all that is 
needed to write the history of agriculture, mining, animal in- 
dustry, commerce, finance, transportation, the fur trade, the 
French in Louisiana—social, religious, educational—during the 
French régime in that province. 

A full account of all the colony’s wars—Indian and foreign— 
can be written from these documents, as well as of the relations 
of the French with the English and Spanish to the east and west 
of them, with the Canadians to the north, and with the West 
Indies not far away in the Gulf of Mexico. Here one can find 
all the Jaws issued either by France herself for the govern- 
ment of the colony, or by the Superior Council of Louisiana. 
There is much on the diplomatic relations of France with Spain 
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and England and later with the United States regarding boun- 
daries, concessions, trade, etc., in the Mississippi basin. The 
calendar carries the story of the valley beyond the French per- 
iod. There are many documents on the Floridas, Tennessee, 
and Kentucky, trouble over port rights at New Orleans, and at 
a still later date the Texas disputes. 


A, B, C** and Affaires Etrangéres are the series itiient in 
information regarding the Mississippi basin, yet the calendar 
makes it possible for the searcher to make use of the material 
of value to be found in the less fertile and more difficult places 
for the individual investigator. The table that follows gives 
in outline a description of all material to be found in the 
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ALLOTMENT OF BUILDING SITES IN NEW ORLEANS 
(1722). 
(From Archives Superior Council of Louisiana.) 
Transcribed and Translated by Mrs. Heloise H. Cruzat. 


EDITORIAL INTRODUCTION. 

The little record out of our archives printed herewith fur- 
nishes much interesting information regarding the method 
adopted by the Company of the Indies to induce settlers to 
acquire and improve lots in the City of New Orleans, then just 


- recently laid out and not yet promoted to be the capital of 
Louisiana. 


The method in substance begins with a petition to the 
Commander and Director General of Louisiana. This meant 
the representatives of the Company of the Indies and not the 
Superior Council of Louisiana, which apparently at the time 
had nething whatever to do with the settlement of New Or- 
leans. The order of those officials seems to have been the only 
requirement to complete the transaction. The notarial ‘trans- 
fer, which was already in use, was evidently not considered 
necessary to the validity of government grants. 

The application is here made by Thierry (who describes 
himself as “‘officer’’) for a building site in New Orleans to be 
located behind the site of Sieur Chapron and facing Dumaine 
Street. The petition is addressed to the Commander and Di- 
rector General of the Province of Louisiana. It is dated No- 
vember 13, 1722, and was allowed on the same day by an order 
signed by Le Blond delatour and Delorme. On the 17th of 
November following, Thierry exchanged the site with Bigot for 
another owned by latter, adjoining Mr. Dalcourt’s land. 

According to Marc de Villiers' the first work done on the 
site of New Orleans by Bienville must be fixed between March 
15th and April 15th, 1718, but the decision to make it the seat 


_ of government was only rendered on December 23, 1721 and 


this was brought to Biloxi May 26, 1722 (232). Yet though 
he says that on the Ist of January, 1723, the streets had not 
been named on La Tour’s place, we now find through our old 
records that in November, 1722, the streets of the old quarter 


1A History of the Foundation of New Orleans, 3 La. Hist. Qy., pp. 157-251. 
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had received the names they still bear. We find also that the 
several lots had been numbered, a form also still followed in 
transfers of real property in New Orleans. H. Fs 


I. 
TRANSLATION BY MRS. HELOISE H. CRUZAT. 


13886) To Messieurs the Commanders and Di- 


Inventory Cotte’ and rectors General of the Province of Louis- 
euriau 
iana. 


Humbly petitions Thierry officer, saying that having a 
plantation near New Orleans without any ground in the City, © 
will you please grant him.a piece of ground to build on, bound- 
ed in the rear by that of Sieur Chapron, and which will front 
on Dumaine Street not yet given to any one, which he offers to 
improve under penalty of reversion to the Company. 

At Nve. Orleans, 13 November® 1722. 
Signed: Thierry. 


The Council grants him the site above mentioned (No. 97) 
understanding that it has not been granted to Any one else, and 
on condition that he will have it fenced in* and dig up the 
stumps® opposite it and half of the street within two months. — 

At New Orleans, this 13 November 1722. 

Signed: Leblond delatour 
: Signed: Delorme 


I cede the above mentioned ground to Mr. Bigot to enjoy 
possession in my stead (he) having given me the one adjoining 
Mr. Dalcourt. 


At New Orleans the 17th November, 1722. 
Signed: Thierry. 


“Cotte” according to the French law of that period meant an identifying mark 
placed on documents at the time of making an inventory of the effects of which the 
document formed part. De Ferrier’s Dictionaire de Droit 614. In the case here 
printed it was the mark placed by Fleuriau, Procureur General, on this document 
at the time of the transfer of the documents to some later custodian. 


“gbre” This was the method then in vogue in writing the month of the year. 
*“entouree de pieuts’’—literally surrounded by stakes or pickets. 
les souches.” 
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ORIGINAL TEXT. 
Transcribed by Mrs. Heloise H. Cruzat. 


(13886) A Messieurs Les Commandans Et Di- 
oe Cotte et recteurs Generaux de la Province de La 
Louizianne 


Suplie humblement Thierry officer Disant quayant Une 
habitation aux Environ de la Ne Orleans sans emplasement a 
la Ville il vous plaise Luy accorder Un terrain pour se batir 
qui Borne Le derier de celuy du SR Chapron et qui fait fasse 
dans La Rue dumaine nayant encore donne a qui que ce soit 
aux offres de La mettre En Valeur pour peine dEstre réunie au 
domaine de La Compagnie a la Ne Orleans ce 13¢ g*te 1722 

Thierry 

Le Conseil Luy accorde l’Emplacement cy dessus No (97) 

supose quil n’ayt point esté accordé a personne, et a condition 


quil le fera Entourée de pieuts et oster les souches audevant | 


et moitie de la RueSousdeux mois, a la Nouvelle Orleans ce 13 
g>re 1722. 
| Leblond delatour Delorme 


Je sede Letarrain cy Dessus a Monsieur Bigot pour en 
jouir a ma place mayant abandonné celuy contigue a Monsieur 


Dalcourt a la Ne Orleans, ce 17 gre 1722. 
Thierry. 
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MUNICIPAL LEGISLATION BY THE SUPERIOR COUNCIL 
OF LOUISIANA, 1744. 


Petition to Superior Couneil by Procureur General Fleuriau for 
an Order Against Killing Cattle for Salt Meat Exportation 
or Young Cows Without Inspection and Permit. 


(From the Archives of the Superior Council of Louisiana.) 


Transcribed and Translated by Mrs. Heloise H. Cruzat. 


I. 
TRANSLATION. 


Sanne To the Gentlemen of the Superior Council 
February 7, 1744. of the Province of Louisiana: 


Shows the Procureur General of the King that Songy la 
France and Voisin, his associate, butchers of this City, since a 
_ long time have gone to the upper plantations to kill a quantity 
of cattle, which they have salted for America, without permis- 
sion from any one, from which there results considerable in- 
convenience to the Colony, in this that the City had no meat for 
several days, as well as the Hospital where there are still 
many patients who suffered therefrom. There arrived in the 
City last night a pirogue loaded with this salted meat that they 
wished to unload secretly, which the guard stopped and provi- 
sionally deposited all of it in the King’s store. 


Another inconvenience, the consequences of which are 
still more to be feared for the future, is that only the fattest 
beef and the oldest cattle is selected for salting, because they 
weigh more, whilst only old cows, bulls and heifers, often 
- breeding, are sent here to be slaughtered, which tends to the 
destruction of the species, already greatly diminished by sick- 
ness which has long prevailed, and this in contravention of 
the different ordinances to this end. About seventeen or eigh- 
teen years ago an ordinance of the King was published which 
forbade killing females under penalty of death; the species 
having multiplied, they relaxed, at first, under pretext that 


some were old and defective and that others gored people or 


animals, or that some could not suckle their calves ;—tthe per- 
missions one was obliged to request to have them killed pre- 
vented the abuse from increasing. 


— 
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Lately, it‘ was moreover prohibited to go to the planta- 
tions to kill in the fear that they might kill sick cattle. As 
there have been difficulties to the observance of this ordinance, 


insomuch that the cattle stray during the winter and that there ' 


are some that can be halted only by gunshots, the superiors 
had the kindness to allow a continuance of killing on the plan- 
tations, but they did not dispense with inspection of the cattle 
nor from asking for permits, particularly for exports of salted 
meat, and as abuses are easily introduced if not remedied at an 
early stage, 

May it please you, Gentlemen, to order that the salted 
meats which were stopped last night, killed without permit, be 
confiscated to be sold to.the profit of the Hospital; 


That butchers be forbidden to kill young cows or heif- 
ers without having obtained permit, for eause, and that all 
animals be inspected before being distributed, under penalty 
of a fine of one hundred livres, one-half of which is to go to the 
Charity Hospital and the other half to the informer, and that 
the ordinance rendered thereon be read, published and posted 
so that no one may pretend ignorance of same. At New Or- 
leans, February seventh, one thousand seven hundred and 


forty-four. 
Signed: “‘fleuriau.”’ 


IT. 


TEXT. 
- A Messieurs Du Conseil Supérieur de la province de la 
louisiane 
Expose le procureur général du Roy que songy la france 
Et voisin son associé bouchers en cette ville sont allés depuis 
longtemps dans les habitations den hault tuer beaucoup de 
bestiaux dont ils ont fait des salaisons pour lamerique sans en 
avoir obtenu la permission de personne dou il résulte un in- 
convénient Considérable pour la Colonie En ce que la ville a 
Ete plusieurs jours Sans viande de mesme que lhopital ou il 
y a encore nombre de malades qui en ont Souffert il arriva hier 
au soir de nuit une pirogue qui étoit chargée de ces viandes 
salées quon voulut décharger en Secret que la garde arresta et 
qui ont toutes été mises en dépost au magazin du roy par 
provision 
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Un autre inconvénient dont les Suittes sont encore plus a 
Craindre pour lavenir cest quon ne choisit pour ces salaisons 
que les boeufs les plus gras et les bestes les plus vielles parce 
quelles pésent davantage pendant quon ne met icy a la bou- 
cherie que de vielles vaches tauraux ou genisses Souvent pleines 
ce qui tend a la destruction de lespece deja tres diminuée par 
les maladies qui durent depuis longtemps et ce contre les dif- 
ferentes ordonnances rendues a ce sujet; il avoit été il y a 
environ dixsept ou dixhuit ans publié une ordonnance du roy 
qui deffendoit sous peine de mort de tuer les femelles, lespece 
setant multipliée on sen est relaché dabord Sous le pretexte 
quil y en avoit de vielles de defectueuses et dautres qui fon- 
coint sur les gens ou les bestiaux ou qui ne pouvoint nourir 
leurs veaux les permissions quon étoit obligé de demander pour 
les faire tuer faisoint que labus naugmentoit pas 1 

Il avoit encore été deffendu dernierement daller tuer sur 
les habitations crainte quon ne tuat des bestes malades Comme 
il sest trouvé des inconvenients a lobservation de cette ordon- 
nance en ce que les bestiaux Secartent lhyver et quil y en a 
quon ne peut arrester qua coups de fusil les supérieurs eurent 
la bonte de permettre de continuer daller tuer chez les habi- 
tants mais nont point dispensé de la visite des bestiaux non plus 
que de demander les permissions surtout pour faire des salai- 
sons pour sortir de la Colonie Et comme les abus Sintroduisent 
facilement Si lon ny remedie de bonne heure 


Vous plaise Messieurs ordonner que les viandes salées qui 
ont ete arrestées hier au soir tuées sans permission soint con- 
fisquees pour estre vendues au profit de lhopital. quil soit 
deffendu aux bouchers de tuer de jeunes vaches ou genisses 
sans en avoir obtenu la permission pour des raisons et que 
touttes bestes soint visitées avant destre distribuées sous peine 
de cent livres damande applicable moitié a lhopital de la char- 
ité et lautre au denonciateur, et que lordonnance qui sera ren- 
due a ce sujet soit lue publiée et affichée afin que personne 
nen pretende cause dignorance. A la Nouvelle Orleans le 


septieme fevrier mil sept cent quarante quatre. 
fleuriau. 


| 
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SEMI-CENTENNIAL OF THE 14TH SEPTEMBER, 1874. 
EDITORIAL INTRODUCTION. 
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Fifty years have elapsed since the citizens of New Orleans 
in battle array at the head of Canal Street defeated the armed 
forces of the Kellogg Government. It is fitting to remember 
the event and revive the reminiscences of those who partici- 
pated in that memorable battle. Time has healed the hatreds 
and softened the memories of the survivors. The present gen- 
eration has no malice and it regards the battle purely in its 
historical aspect. Much has been written on the subject but 
save in the pages of Kendall’s excellent History of New Orleans 
there is no permanent record of this new point of view. 


We have gathered for perpetuation in this issue several 
documents that are more or less in the nature of contemporary 
accounts. In reading these it is well to remember this, and 
also that they are printed here purely as historical documents. 
The Quarterly does not take sides, it merely preserves these 
fleeting publications that might else be lost, with the passage 
of time. 

The papers in sequence are Mr. W. O. Hart’s account of 
the events which led up to the battle, including therein an ac- 
count of the action, extracted from Mr. Kendall’s history, using 
in most instances the author’s own words. But Mr. Hart has 
interwoven in his story many things from his own varied re- 
membrances and studies of the time. Mr. Kendall derived his 
account from the newspapers of that day and from personal 
talks with the participants and survivors of the battle. 

Next we print the Call issued by citizens of New Orleans 
which was the first move that led to the battle. This is fol- 
lowed by General Ogden’s report of the battle. 

We follow up these papers with a brief account of the 
battle from the Republican point of view derived chiefly from 
the old New Orleans Republican, compiled in summary form 
by the N. O. Picayune on the morning of the seventeenth anni- 
versary.* 

The Roster of the White League taken from the Times- 
Democrat preserves the names of the citizen soldiers who par- 


_ * Ve a’so print a raper by Mr. H. W. Robinson on the effect of the battle on 
the Republican party. 
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ticipated in the battle. This is followed by a copy of the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court of Louisiana which fittingly closes 
the strictly contemporary view of this famous incident in our 
history. | 

The Semi-Centennial would not be complete without a 
contemporary account of the ceremonies of September 14, 1891, 
attending the laying of the corner stone of the monument on 
Canal Street, and this is reprinted from the New Orleans 
Times-Democrat of the next day. The heat of the great poli- 
tical conflict which preceded the battle of the 14th September 
is still ardent in the speeches of the survivors seventeen years 
afterwards. To some extent this is true of the other ceremo- 
nies of that occasion, but that only adds to the value of the 
record as we make it up. To understand an era we must touch 
its pulse and get close to the minds and hearts of the partici- 
pants. 

The Quarterly has said this before and repeats it only 
that the reader may remember we are not affirming or denying 
any of these utterances. They are the viewpoints of those who 
uttered them and to that extent a part of our history. 

Ep. LA. HIST. QY. 


I 
HISTORY OF THE EVENTS LEADING UP TO THE BATTLE.’ 
By W. O. Hart.? 

No story of the Fourteenth of September, 1874, would be 
complete without some reference to the stirring political events 
in Louisiana of 1872, 1873, 1875, 1876, and 1877. 

In 1872 politics in Louisiana resembled a seething caul- 
dron, and they were much the same throughout the nation. 

Four of the leading Republican newspapers, the Chicago 
Tribune, the Cincinnati Commercial, the New York Tribune 


and the Springfield Republican, were opposing the reélection 
of Grant, and the result of this opposition was the organization 


This paper was prepared at the request of the New Orleans States, and used by 
it on September 14, 1924. It is reprinted here with the consent of the States. 

“The writer gratefully acknowledges the free use in this paper of the account 
of the 14th of September, 1874, contained in Mr. John 8S. Kendall's excellent History 
of New Orleans, published in 1920. He also takes advantage of the occasion to renew 
his thanks to the generous author for his permission to use the History in the prepa- 


ration of this paper. | ' 
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of the Liberal Republican party, the members of which were 
composed in large measure of prominent Republicans through- 
out the country. 

Some left the new party and returned to their original love 
before the election. Many did so later and many, particularly 
those who had been Democrats before the war between the 
States, permanently affiliated themselves with the Democratic 
party. Among those in the first class was Stanley Matthews, 
of Ohio, who was temporary chairman of the convention, who 
bolted the ticket before the election. He was appointed to the 
Supreme Court of the United States subsequently by President 
Garfield. The Liberal Republican convention met in Cincinnati 
on May 1, and nominated for President Horace Greeley of New 
York, and for Vice-President, B. Gratz Brown of Missouri. At 
Baltimore on July 9, the Democratic party made the same nom- 
ination. 

In the ante-election campaign in Louisiana there were five 
well recognized parties, besides a score or more of bolters 
known as the Campbell party which, however, made no nom- 
ination and disappeared in a short time. 


THE LOUISIANA CONVENTIONS. 


On June 3, 1872, the Democratic Convention met in the 
City of New Orleans, with J. E. Head as president. The result 
of several days’ deliberation was the nomination of a ticket as 
follows: Governor, John McEnery; Lieutenant-Governor, B. F. 
Jonas; Attorney-general, H. N. Ogden; Auditor, Allen Jumel; 
Superintendent of Education, R. M. Lusher; Secretary of State, 
Aleck Boarman. 

Of these Jonas, Ogden and Lusher were from New Or- 
leans. Jumel subsequently declined the nomination and Dan- 
iel Dennett was selected in his stead. 


Under the congressional apportionment based on the cen- 
sus of 1870, Louisiana being entitled to an additional congress- 
man, James B. Eustis, afterwards senator, was nominated for 
that office. The Liberal Republican party at this time was 
composed of two factions, the Liberal Republican and the Lib- 
eral German Republican party. A committee from each of 
these and a committee from the Reform party, which was or- 
ganized for the campaign of 1872, made overtures to the 
Democratic party, but nothing came thereof, and the ticket 
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was nominated with reference to no other parties than the 


Democratic party. 

The Reform party met in New Orleans on June 4, with J. 
D. Hill as temporary chairman. Among the noted men who 
sat with this party were E. A. Burke, later a leader of the 
Democratic -party in the State, and Charles F. Buck, after- 
wards City Attorney and member of Congress. 

The Reform party nominated George Williamson of Caddo 
for Governor, S. D. McEnery, afterwards governor, for Secre- 
tary of State, and Jonas, Ogden, Jumel and Lusher as nomina- 
ted by the Democrats. Mr. Ogden announced that he would 
decline the nomination of the Democratic party. Of these can- 
didates, Ogden, Lusher and Jumel were on the regular Demo- 
cratic ticket of 1876, and were elected and held office until 
legislated out under the constitution of 1879 in January, 1880. 
In course of time the Reform and Democratic parties com- 
bined, Williamson and S. D. McEnery withdrawing, A. D. La- 
fargue was nominated for Secretary of State. This ticket was 
known as the United States ticket. | 


PARTIES UNITE 

The Liberal Republican Convention met on August 5. 
Davidson B. Penn, a distinguished Confederate soldier, was 
nominated for Governor, and a full ticket placed in the field. 
Efforts were then made to amalgamate the Democratic and 
Reform parties with the Liberal Republican, and the efforts 
were finally successful. The fusion of the State ticket was 
completed with McEnery and Penn for Governor and Lieuten- 
ant-Governor, Ogden and Lusher from the Democratic ticket 
and James Graham of New Orleans and Samuel Armstead, a 
colored man from Caddo, were put on the ticket respectively, 
for Auditor and Secretary of State. 

In the meantime the Pinchback wing of the Republican 
party opened a convention in Baton Rouge on July 20 ad- 
journed to New Orleans to meet on the 22nd and after various 
adjournments finally nominated Pinchback on August 14 for | 
Governor and A. B. Harris, who was elected president of the 
Senate when Pinchback assumed the governor’s chair in De- 
cember, 1872, for Lieutenant-Governor. 

The regular Republican Convention also opened at Baton 
Rouge on June 20. The contestants for the office of Governor 
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were William Pitt Kellogg, then United States Senator; E. C. 
Billings, afterwards United States District Judge, and Aristide 
Mary, acolored man. Kellogg was nominated on June 24, with C. 
C. Antoine, a colored man and O. C. Blondin for Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor and Secretary of State, and Charles Clinton for Auditor, A. P. 
Field for Attorney General, Charles W. Keating for Superin- 
tendent of Public Education. It is worthy of note that all of 
the candidates were from New Orleans except Antoine and 
Keating, who were from Caddo. But two parishes were thus 
represented on the ticket. James Lewis was nominated for 
congressman at large. Lewis was one of the most respected 
and honored colored men in Louisiana; he held the office of 
Commissioner of Police and Commissioner of Improvements in 
the Council of New Orleans, and later was a member of the 
Police Board and U.S. Surveyor General of Louisiana. He was 
one of the first colored men to enlist in the army of the United 
States and served at Port Hudson. 


HOW THE TROUBLE BEGAN. 


In course of time the Pinchback party and the Regular 
Republican party coalesced. Blondin and Keating dropped 
out and P. G. Deslonde and W. G. Brown, both colored, were 
nominated in their places. Lewis withdrawing, Pinchback was 
nominated for congressman at large. 


At the election in November the Democratic governor was 
elected. There were two returning boards, the Warmoth 
Board and the Pinchback Board. The former declared the 
Democratic ticket elected, the latter reported in favor of the 
Republican ticket by throwing out parishes, wards and pre- 
cincts here and there in order to give that ticket the majority. 
In this situation of affairs Governor Warmoth called an extra 
session of the Legislature for December 10, and then the 
trouble began. age 


E. H. Durell, U. S. District Judge, issued what was called 
the Midnight order, recognizing the Legislature as made up by 
the Republican returning boards, and enjoining the other leg- 
_ islators from exercising any functions as such. Warmoth was 

impeached by the Legislature, and Pinchback as acting lieu- 
tenant-governor assumed the office of governor. And while the 
Democratic members of the Legislature met in the city hall, 
their deliberations amounted to nothing. Application was made 
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by the marshal to President Grant to know what he should do and 
this telegram was sent to him by the Attorney General on 
December 3: 

“You are to enforce the decrees and mandates of the 
United States courts, no matter by whom resisted, and General 
Emory will furnish you with all necessary troops for that pur- 
pose,”’ 

And the troops were furnished. After Pinchback had 
been installed as Governor by the Republican Legislature, 
John McEnery, who was elected Governor, telegraphed to the 
President requesting a suspension of judgment and action until 
his side could be heard. This answer was received from the 
Attorney General: 

“Your visit with a hundred citizens will be unavailing so 
far as the President is concerned. His decision is made and 
will not be changed.” | 

The following other telegrams show the hopelessness of 
the Democratic situation; Kellogg wired to the Attorney Gen- 
eral: 

“If President in some way indicates recognition, Governor 
Pinchback and Legislature will settle everything.” 


And thereupon the Attorney General telegraphed to 
Pinchback : 

“Let it be understood that you are recognized by the Pres- 
ident as the lawful executive of Louisiana, and that the body 

embled at Mechanics Institution is the lawful Legislature of | 
the State.” 

General Emory was advised by the Adjutant General by 
order of the President as follows: 

‘“‘You may use all necessary force to preserve the peace, 
and will recognize the authority of Governor Pinchback.” 

In passing it may be noted that the Pinchback title was 
recognized by both the Supreme Court of Louisiana and the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and ten acts signed by him 
as Governor, where not obsolete, are part of the laws of Louis- 
iana today. Mr. Justice W. W. Howe having resigned from the 
Supreme Court, Governor Warmoth appointed J. H. Kennard 
to fill the vacancy, Kennard was not confirmed when Pinch- 
back became Governor; he sent to the Senate the name of P. H. 
Morgan as successor to Justice W. W. Howe, and he was 
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promptly confirmed. Thereupon proceedings were had in the 
Supreme Court, resulting in the seating of Morgan and the 
recognition of Pinchback’s title. 


TWO GOVERN MENTS. 


In January, 1873, McEnery and Kellogg were both inau- 
gurated as governors. Kellogg at the State House and Mc- © 
_ Enery in Lafayette Square. While the McEnery legislature re- — 
mained in session during the constitutional period, its acts 
amounted to nothing, because Kellogg was recognized by Con- 
gress and the President. Pinchback was returned as elected 
congressman at large, and J. Hale Sypher from the first con- 
gressional district. Their seats were contested by General 
George A. Sheridan and Effingham Lawrence, who were on the 
fusion ticket, and on the last night of the Congress to which 
they were elected, March 3, 1875, the contestants were seated, 
but their connection with Congress was limited to drawing 
their pay for the full two years’ term. 


Open hostility was expressed on all sides against Kellogg 
and his government, but the people were powerless to do aught 
except to accept the inevitable; though there were frequent 
efforts in 1873 by force of arms to seize some of the machinery 
of the State, things drifted along until 1874 when a crisis was 
precipitated by the White League. 


THE WHITE LEAGUE. 


The White League was a secret society which aimed at 
uniting the white people of the entire State in opposition to the 
radical regime. It first made its appearance at Opelousas in 
April, 1874. 

. The situation in the city was deplorable. Citizens were 
being robbed in open daylight. In May, 1874, a young lady of 
a respected family was attacked and robbed at midday in the 
heart of the residence district in the Fourth District in the pres- 
ence of two policemen and no attempt was made to apprehend the 
offenders. This incident naturally created much alarm. Gen- 
eral Ogden felt that the time had now come to act. At his 


suggestion, F. R. Southmayd wrote a call for a meeting of 
the Crescent City Democratic Club, to which he signed the 
names of some twenty prominent citizens, who had authorized 
him to do so. : 
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In the meantime, the movement in Opelousas was spread- 
ing slowly to other parts of Louisiana. To counteract it, the 
partisans of the radical administration appear to have planned 
to arm the negroes. In the latter part of May steamboatmen 
leaving New Orleans reported that nearly every vessel going 
up the Mississippi carried arms to be delivered at certain 
places to certain designated persons. The impression that 
steps were being taken by Kellogg and his adherents to subju- 
gate the whites completely, reacted favorably upon the new 
society. | 

A meeting of the Crescent City Democratic Club took place 
on July 1, 1874 and resulted in the change of the name of the or- 
ganization to the Crescent City White League. The following 
day the constitution of the league was published in the local 
newspapers. This document gives the reason for the adoption 
of a new name. Its object was “to assist in restoring an honest 
and intelligent government to the State of Louisiana.” 


OFFICERS CHOSEN. 


The following officers were elected: President, F. N. 
Ogden ; first vice-president, W. J. Behan; second vice-president, 
W. I. Hodgson; corresponding secretary, Donaldson Jenkins; 
recording secretary, Theodore Shute; treasurer, W. A. Bell; 
marshal, W. T. Vaudry; first assistant marshal, John Payne; 
second assistant marshal, Harrison Watts. Other prominent 
men who threw their lot with the organization were Col. J. B. 
Walton, who had command of the Washington Artillery dur- 
ing the war between the States; Benjamin R. Forman, F. C. 
Zacharie, Archibald Mitchell, J. D. Hill and C. L. Walker. The 
headquarters of the league were established in a building on 
Prytania and Felicity Streets, known as Eagle Hall. Branches 
were speedily organized in the various wards of the city, which 
had their own individual headquarters. 


At the same time another organization was formed under 
the name of the First Louisiana Regiment, or “Louisiana’s 
Own,” as it came to be called. It was, nominally, part of the 
McEnery State militia, though none of the officers appear ever to 
have received any formal commission. It was formed by Col. 
John B. Angell at a meeting in his office on the corner of Camp 
Street and Commercial Alley. The second in command was Col. 
J. D. Hill. There were four companies, commanded respec- 
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tively by Captains Euclid Borland, Frank McGloin, Blanchard 
and F. L. Richardson. The rank and file were recruited from © 
among the ex-Confederate soldiers of whom the city was full. 
They met and drilled in cotton presses and halls in various 
parts of the city. | 

The principal difficulty was, however, not to recruit men, 
but to procure arms. These were ordered out, finally, from the 
North. The first shipment came by rail, disguised as machin- 
ery. The heavy packages were brought by switch track into 
the Leeds foundry, corner of Delord and Constance Streets, over 
the New Orleans, Jackson & Great Northern Railroad, (now 
the Illinois Central). In due time squads of men were sent 
thither and individually at night carried away their weapons 
to their homes. A second shipment was made by sea on the 
steamer “Mississippi,” and it was the arrival of this vessel and 
the measures taken by the radical administration to prevent 
her from unloading that brought about the uprising of Sep- 
tember 14. | 
A PLAN THAT FELL THROUGH. 


In the meantime, another group was discussing plans for 
the seizure of the entire radical administration. It was sug- 
gested that, taking advantage of the existence of the White 
League and of Angell’s regiment, armed men might be secreted 
in buildings adjoining the State House. At a given signal the 
building could be rushed, the officials captured, taken aboard a 
vessel waiting at the wharf with steam up and carried out to 
sea. Ultimately they could be either landed at some foreign 
port or at any rate detained so long away from the city with- 
out the possibility of communicating with New Orleans or 
Washington that McEnery could be installed in the guberna- 
torial chair. .The Lieutenant-Governor, Davidson B. Penn, a 
man of great courage and determination, favored this project. 


Penn thoroughly investigated this subject and satisfied 
himself that it could be easily executed. He made an ap- 
pointment with McEnery for an interview to discuss the final 
arrangements. He was accompanied by Colonel Angell, C. L. 
Walker and Capt. Frank McGloin. ae 

The plan was laid before the Governor, McEnery felt 
that it could not be carried out without involving a conflict with 
the Kellogg government. . 


' 
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THE MISSISSIPPI ARRIVES. 


The steamer “Mississippi,’”’ with arms on board consigned 
to the White League, sailed from New York early in September, 
and reached New Orleans on the 12th. Kellogg, who had been 
preparing for everftualities as well as he could, by increasing 
the number of Metropolitan police under General Badger’s 
command, and by seizing weapons and ammunition from 
stores and private houses, determined to prevent, if possible, 
any action of the league to obtain its parents on the ship. 
An order was issued to that effect. 


That night a secret meeting of the leaders of the citizens | 


was held, at which it was decided to convoke a mass-meeting on 
the following Monday, at Clay statue in Canal Street, in order 
to take action on the whole matter of the wrongs under which 
the people were suffering. The call for the mass-meeting was 
printed on placards and posted throughout the city on Sep- 
tember 13th. 


In the Picayune, that Sunday morning, there appeared a 
stirring “‘call’”’ written by Dr. J. Dickson Bruns, and signed by 
the most prominent citizens, appealing to them to close their 
- places of business and assemble at Clay statue at 11 o’clock 
Monday, September 14th. 


Penn, on arriving at Canal Street, found the mass-meeting 
in progress. About 5,000 white men were assembled in an 
orderly group around the Clay statue and in front of the Cres- 
cent Billiard Hall, at the corner of St. Charles and Canal, from 
the balcony of which the speakers addressed the throng. The 
meeting was called to order by Judge R. H. Marr, and Michel 
Musson was elected to preside. Judge Marr made an address. 
Penn made his way through the crowd, which he found sober 
and thoughtful, rather than excited or enthusiastic. Although 
the speakers were cheered, there were no other demonstra- 
tions. 

At the close of his address, Judge Marr presented a series 
of resolutions which he asked the audience to adopt. After 
reciting the fact that at the elections in November, 1872, Mc- 
Enery had been elected Governor by a majority of 10,000 
votes over Kellogg, and Penn, Lieutenant-Governor over An- 
toine by a majority of 15,000, the document denounced the 
Kellogg government as a usurpation and called for a committee 
of five to wait on Kellogg and demand his abdication. 
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CALL ON KELLOGG. 


These resolutions were unanimously adopted by the mass- 
meeting. Judge Marr thereupon named the committee auth- 
orized in the concluding paragraph, as follows: Jules Tuyes, 
J. M. Seixas, J. B. Woods, Dr. Samuel Choppin, and himself. 


They started at once for the Hotel Royal, where Kellogg 
was supposed to be. He had, however, earlier in the day, 
sought refuge in the Custom House. 


The committee returned and reported that it had been 
unable to see Kellogg himself, but had had an interview with a 
member of his military staff, Col. Henry C. Dibble. Through 
Colonel Dibble, Kellogg replied to the committee’s request for 
his resignation, with a refusal to abdicate. 


The crowd at the Clay statue received this report with 
cries of ‘Hang Kellogg!’”’ and demands for leaders. Fiery ad- 
dresses followed by Marr, E. John Ellis and Dr. Cornelius 
Beard. The latter called the people to action. He told the 
crowd to go home, arm, and prepare to hold the city against 
Kellogg and his hirelings, to make the city an armed camp, and 
never to leave it until the last of Kellogg’s henchmen had quitted 
its limits. Judge Marr asked the people to return to Canal Street 
at 2:30 o’clock, when they would find an organized body and lead- 
ers who would properly draft them, arrange all military details, 
and furnish the arms. In the gravest mood the great gathering 
dispersed in groups of twos and threes. | 


In the meantime Penn had made his way to his head- 
quarters in the meeting-room of the Howard Association, on 
the second floor of No. 58 Camp Street, (old number), just be- 
low Poydras. On the previous day, orders had been issued to 
the members of the league and of Angell’s regiment for every 
man to be at his armory early on Monday morning. The or- 
derly sergeants of each company were directed to report in 
person at the Camp Street headquarters. Accordingly, when 


Penn reached this place, he found General Ogden and Colonel 


Angell; while, seated in the chairs around a baize-covered 
table, against the wall, were the sergeants. Penn was at the 
head of the de jure state government. McEnery, as lawfully 
elected governor, had established himself in Baton Rouge. On 
the 13th he had gone to Vicksburg to visit friends there. It was 
impossible for him to return to New Orleans in time to take the 


| 
| 
| 

: 

| | 
| 
| 
< 


Semi-Centennial of the 14th September, 1874 581 


lead in the movement which was under way.* This left Lieu- 
tenant-Governor Penn in charge as acting governor. | 

After consultation with Col. J. D. Hill, General Ogden and 
Judge Alexander Walker, Penn decided to act. 


Turning to Ogden and Hill he said, “‘let us go upstairs and 
start the programme.” 


It was thus that the decision was taken which led to the 
battle now about to be fought. 


OGDEN PUT IN COMMAND. 


Penn immediately ascended to the meeting-room above, 
to issue the necessary orders to the citizen-soldiery. He was 
confronted immediately by General Ogden, with the request 
that, precedent to everything else, the question of supreme 
command should be settled. There were two armed bodies, 
supporting Governor Penn, of which he commanded one while 
Colonel Angell commanded the other; he desired to know who 
was to be the superior in command. This question was settled 
without friction or discussion, by Angell’s prompt declaration 
of his entire readiness to obey Ogden’s orders and codperate 
with him in every way. Penn thereupon issued General Orders 
No. 1, appointing Ogden, major-general, and investing him | 
with full command. Ogden’s promotion placed Col. W. J. 
Behan in command of the White League. 

At the same time Penn issued an urgent proclamation to 
the people of Louisiana, reminding them of the wrongs which 
for two years past had been heaped upon them. 

Ogden’s forces were thoroughly reliable, and its officers 
were principally former Confederate soldiers, including such 
well known names as: Behan, Vaudry, Lord, Buck, Mitchell, 
Pleasant, McIntyre, Kilpatrick, Denee, Dupre, Tennison, Flood, 
Allen, Phillips, Vautier, Legardeur, Hill, Coleman, Glynn, Kelly 
and McGloin. 

On the other hand, the Kellogg government could dispose 
of a force equal, and perhaps superior in number, although 
much inferior in quality. At the State House wére about 3,000 
colored militia. In the Cabildo, in the Third Precinct police 
station on the lower floor, and in the Supreme Court rooms on 
the upper floor of that building, were several hundred Metro- 


*It was currently reported at the time that this absence was prearranged because > 
McEnery was not thoroughly committed to the plans of the New Orleans leaders.— 
Ed. La. Hist. Qtly. 
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politan Police, amply provided with ammunition. Here, too, 
were “‘some forty or more sans culottes, not Metropolitans, and 
not wearing uniforms, but attired in rags and dirty shirts, and 
drafted especially for the occasion from the streets and the 
prisons, carrying their guns with a very martial air.”” In Or- 
leans Alley were some thirty mounted policemen, or “‘Uhlans,’’ 
as they were called. A dozen men were stationed at the arse- 
nal in St. Peter Street. At the Custom House were about 150 
United States soldiers, comprising Companies D and E, 16th 
Infantry, from Baton Rouge. The soldiers were fatigued, but 
good humored, and neither expected nor desired -to fight. Un- 
der their protection several hundred negroes of the laboring 
class collected at the Custom House. Another large group of 
negroes, rather of the political than of the laboring class, as- 
sembled at the State House. At Jackson Square a battery of 
_ artillery was stationed, the horses picketed to the Cathedral 
fence in Orleans Alley. Longstreet, who was in supreme com- 
mand, had, moreover, several Napoleon and Gatling guns. 


LONGSTREET MOVES. 


At 3 P. M. General Longstreet issued written orders for 
the Metropolitans at the Cabildo to move up to Canal Street. 
- This was promptly done. A battalion and one séction of artil- 
lery was posted at the corner of Bienville and Chartres Streets. 
Another battalion, accompanied by the remaining guns of 
Gray’s battery, was stationed on:Canal near the river. Gen- 
eral Badger disapproved of this formation, and recommended 
a position on the levee. The objection to Longstreet’s align- 
ment was, that it could be flanked by an advance along the 
river, but it had the advantage of resting upon the Custom 
House and. upon an iron buliding at the foot of Canal Street, 
which had during the Civil War been used as a “free market.” 


General Ogden’s forces were drawn up in Poydras Street, 
between the river and Carondelet Street. The right wing was 
composed of Companies A, B, C, D, E and G of the White 
League, and the commands of Captains Flood, Andress, Allen 
and Shropshire, supported by one 12-pound gun. The center, 
which extended from Tchoupitoulas Street to Camp, was com- 
posed of the commands of Captains Dupre, McIntyre and Phil- 
lips. On the left were stationed the commands of LeGardeur, 
Tennison and Vautier. Colonel Angell, with the First Regi- 
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ment, took up a position in St. Charles Street, above Poydras, 
to guard against a possible attack from the Central Police sta- 
tion in Carondelet Street. Colonel Hill was directed to use 
Company E to the best advantage, to check the Metropolitans 
from crossing above Canal Street, between Chartres and Front. 
He used his men largely as sharpshooters, placing them in the 
buildings, whose owners were agreeable to their being so used, 
on the upper side of Canal Street, in the upper floors and on the 
roofs, notably in the establishment of Bailey & Pond. Cap- 
tain Coleman’s guns, supported by Company D, and by Captain 
Denee’s command, took up a position at Julia and Camp 
Streets. 


The unattached forces, including the pete ee Rifle Club, 
under Major Augustin, were placed at Carondelet and Julia 
Streets, as a reserve. Ogden’s immediate purpose, according 
to his report to the adjutant-general, after the action, was to 
cut off the upper part of the city from the enemy, and throw 

it into a species of armed camp, until the state forces could be 
thoroughly organized. 


Operations began when Ogden, in obedience to instruc- 
tions from Penn, sent McGloin’s company to seize the City 
Hall. After occupying that building, McGloin, was to coéper- 
ate with Angell in an attempt to capture the police station, on 
Carondelet Street. Angell was also instructed to throw for- 
ward skirmishers to the corner of St. Charles and Canal, who 
were to fire on any armed troops whom they might encounter 
in the latter thoroughfare. ; 


In the event of an advance, these troops were expected 
to fall back rapidly to the main body, with the idea that the 
enemy, believing them merely members of a mob, would pur- 
sue incautiously toward Poydras. Penn thus hoped to deceive 
Longstreet as to the strength and character of the citizen forces, 
drawing him away from the Custom House, and then, by throw- 
ing the White Leaguers in between him and that point of van- 
tage, cut off his retreat. This plan, if executed, could hardly 
fail to produce complete demoralization and defeat. 


Penn established himself near Tivoli, (now Lee Circle), 
where he was joined by Jonas, Mitchell, Eustis, Bruns and 
other members of the Committee of Seventy. This place was 
chosen not only on account of its central position, but because, 
in the event of disaster, Penn expected to take command of 


¢ 


584 The Louisiana Historical Quarterly 


the reserve at Julia and Carondelet Streets, and organize a sec- 
ond line of defense. 


LONGSTREET AVOIDS TRAP. 

Longstreet refused to be drawn into the trap prepared for 
him. He could not be induced to leave the vicinity of the 
Custom House. Angell’s skirmishers penetrated into Canal 
Street and fired occasionally on the Kellogg pickets, but they 
did not reply, contenting themselves with merely withdrawing 
out of range. 

About 4 o’clock Ogden’s left advanced, Captain Pleasant’s 
company leading. Longstreet, advised of this movement, or- 
dered Captain Flanagan’s company and one section of Gray’s 
artillery out on the levee to repel the anticipated attack. 
Pleasant, however, had effected a lodgment in the apron of the 
wharf before the Metropolitans were able to get into posi- 
tion. At this juncture—4:15 P. M.—Badger opened fire with 
a Gatling and two Napoleon guns, supported by the rifle fire of 
some 300 Metropolitans. The advancing White Leaguers re- 
plied, Protecting themselves behind the piles of freight upon 
the levee, they poured a withering fire into the ranks of Bad- 
ger’s command. 

Badger called for Ss eee but before they could 
arrive Captain Glynn, with his artillerymen, supported by Com-— 
panies A and B, charged down the open levee and along the 
street, drove back the enemy and captured his guns. 

At the same moment Captains Allen, Kilpatrick, Shrop- 
shire, Andress and Flood advanced down Front, Peters,. and 
Tchoupitoulas Streets, forcing the enemy completely out of 
his positions. Badger fell badly wounded. 

In the meantime Captain Phillips and his company were 
ordered to make a flank movement around the enemy’s right, 
in conjunction with Captain Tennison’s command, which was 
done, a body of the enemy which was encountered at the 
corner of Chartres and Customhouse (now Iberville) Streets, 
offering a smart resistance. 

F The Metropolitans thereupon fell back to Jackson Square. 
Ogden, satisfied with the result, withdrew to his original posi- 
tions on Poydras Street. He himself had been in the thickest 
of the fighting on the levee and had had his horse killed under 
him, and was knocked senseless by falling from the saddle to 
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the pavement. His injury, however, was not serious, and he was 
soon able to resume the command, which in the interim had been 
exercised with energy and ability by Colonel W. J. Behan. 

At 6 P. M. scouts pushed forward as far as Canal Street 
found that great thoroughfare deserted. The enemy was con- 
centrating in Jackson Square, and at the approaches in St. Ann 
Street, had posted artillery, of which Longstreet personally took 
command. 

The White League reported twenty-one men killed and nine- 


teen men wounded. Kellogg’s forces reported eleven killed and 


sixty wounded. 
BADGER WOUNDED. 


Among the wounded was General Badger, who was hit in 
three places, while vainly attempting to rally his men. 

The crowd watching the battle, unmindful of the dan- 
ger, surged about the wounded man, as he lay bleeding on the 
ground, and would have killed him but for the opportune in- 
terference of Capt. Douglas M. Kilpatrick. Sword in hand, 
this gallant officer stood over the prostrate form of the fallen 
officer and promised to kill the first who touched him. Badger 
was subsequently removed to his home. He recovered from 
his wounds, and was a well known resident of New Orleans 
for many years after the memorable events here narrated. 


He became tax collector of the Fourth District and Col- 
lector of the Port of New Orleans under appointment of Pres- 
ident Arthur and was honored and respected by all. 


As soon as the result of the fighting was made known to 
Penn, he instructed his adjutant-general, E. John Ellis, to issue 
a proclamation to the colored people of the city, assuring them 
that in “the grand movement now on foot against the enormi- 
ties of the rule of Kellogg’s usurpation,” no harm was meant 
to their property rights, and urging them to “pursue their usual 
avocations,” with the assurance that they would not be mo- 
lested. - 


Early on the morning of the 15th, Angell’s regiment, sup- 
ported by Coleman’s artillery, moved forward to occupy the 


enemy’s positions. The State House surrendered without op- | 


position. The Arsenal and Jackson Square were occupied by 
Captain McGloin’s company. By 1 P. M. most of the citizen- 
soldiery were permitted to go home. The streets resumed their 
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normal appearance. The barricades were demolished, the 
street cars began to run again, and ladies were seen shopping 
in Canal Street. | 


The negroes, in general, did not seem distrubed by the 
recent events, and with the exception of the members of the 
dispersed Metropolitan Police, went quietly about their affairs. 

At 2 P. M. several thousand persons assembled in front 
of Penn’s residence, on St. Charles Avenue, near Tivoli (now 
Lee Circle), to congratulate him upon the success of the 
previous day. After an informal reception, Penn entered a 
carriage and, accompanied by Judge Marr, E. John Ellis and 
others, drove slowly down St. Charles Street, at the head of 
a procession of citizens numbering several thousands. Thou- 
sands more lined the route to the State House, where another 
crowd, estimated at 10,000 persons, awaited. From the gal- 
lery of this building Penn, Marr and Ellis made short ad- 
dresses, urging the people to preserve good order. Ogden de- 
clined to speak, on the ground that he was no orator. Penn 
was inducted into office as acting Governor of the State; steps 
were taken to organize a police force, and preparations were 
made to supplant the Kellogg representatives in all parts of 
the State by the appointees of Governor McEnery. 

For the moment it seemed that the revolution had been 
crowned with complete success. It had, however, reached its 
climax. Events now rapidly shaped themselves to undo the 
work performed with so much effusion of patriotic blood. 

On September 14 Penn addressed a dispatch to President 
Grant informing him that the people of Louisiana had taken 
up arms against their oppressors, but that they were unswerv- 
ingly loyal to the Government of the United States. 

Kellogg, also, telegraphed a statement of what had oc- 
curred, and appealed to the President for “‘aid to protect Lou- 
isiana from domestic violence.” Grant emphatically disap- 
proved of the course followed by Penn and his associates, and 
expressed his determination to use prompt and decisive meas- 
ures “‘to restore order.”’ Accordingly, he issued a proclama- 
tion calling on the “insurgents’’ to disperse within five days, 
directed a United States warship to sail at once for New Or- 
leans, sent orders to General Emory to proceed thither, and, 
as a more immediate relief, telegraphed the commander of the 
“Third United States Infantry, at Brookhaven, Miss., Gen. John 
R. Brooke,” to take his regiment to the city without delay. 
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BURKE BLOCKS BROOKE. 


Had Brooke been able to comply punctually with the 
President’s order, he would have arrived on the 14th, possibly 


in time to take a decisive part in the fighting. But Major. 


_ Burke prevented. He was connected with the New Orleans, 

Jackson & Great Northern Railroad; in early life he had been 
a telegrapher ; and both these facts enabled him to carry out 
an ingenious plan by which the train with Brooke’s troops on 
board was detained until midnight. On Sunday afternoon he 
called up by wire the engineer who would have charge of the 
locomotive of Brooke’s train; instructed him to delay the train, 
and when it had been effectually halted, to report the fact. 

_ Accordingly, on Monday afternoon, a message reached 
Penn’s headquarters, to the effect that, at a way station where 
repairs could not be made, trouble had developed in the driv- 
ing gear of the locomotive. The engineer had loosened a pin 
in a shaft, and it was impossible to proceed. Several hours 
later a new engine was procured and the command proceeded 
on its way, but did not arrive in New Orleans till too late to 
save Kellogg’s army from defeat and dispersion. 

At midnight on the 16th, Governor McEnery arrived in 
the city and assumed control. At the same time General Em- 
ory reached New Orleans. He promptly made a demand upon 
McEnery for the surrender of the State property which had 
been seized. McEnery complied, and to Brooke were deliv- 
ered the arms, buildings and other property that had been 
taken on the 14th and 15th. Brooke was also designated to 
command the city until such time as the State and city gov- 
ernments could be reorganized. 

On the 18th Emory notified Kellogg, who was still at the 
Custom House, that the insurrection was at anend. He offered 
him his support to reéstablish the State government. —— ac- 
cordingly resumed control of the administration. 

Thus, on the surface, it would seem that the wsciadinii 
which had resulted in the battle of September 14th, was a 
failure. But really it was far from such. Although Kellogg 
remained in power, it was with the clear understanding on all 
sides that the days of the radical government in Louisiana were 
numbered. Kellogg learned to pay more deference to the 
wishes of the people unhappily under his charge. The whole 
of the United States was interested in the situation which had 
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culminated in so violent an outburst. Thoughtful men every- 
where felt that the conditions must indeed have been unen- 
durable which called for a remedy so drastic. Even the Repub- 
lican leaders began to see that they could no longer carry with 
safety the load of the “carpetbag”’ administration. Unques- 
tionably, the results of the congressional elections, which took 
place six weeks later, were influenced to a considerable degree 
by what had taken place in’ Louisiana. The Democrats won 
a majority of 87 in the House of Representatives—the first 
time in over twenty years that they had found themselves in 
control of either branch of Congress. 


WROTE THRILLING PAGE. 


Ogden, and Behan, and Angell, and Hill, and the officers 
and men under them, wrote a page in the history of Louisiana 
that no student can read without a thrill of patriotic delight. 


And so, for a while, Louisiana was doomed. The author- 


_ ities at Washington had turned a deaf ear to her appeals and 


reinstated Kellogg but it was not with pomp and ceremony 


that the Kellogg government came again into power. 

Some time before 10 o’clock Saturday morning, the 19th, 
Kellogg’s private carriage and driver were observed standing 
in front of the St. Louis Hotel or State House. A crowd of 
about 500 persons, all negroes with two exceptions, took up 
their position on the opposite banquette and stared at the gal- 
lery of the State House, where a score or more of United States 
soldiers lounged slowly up and down, apparently totally un- 
interested. 

Close inquiry of these negroes showed that they had been 
standing there for several hours, and that they had not seen 
Kellogg’s carriage drive up; indeed that his carriage was ob- 
served there when they first arrived. 

No one in all the neighborhood had seen either carriage 
or Kellogg arrive. Yet the guard at the door gave the infor- 
mation that Kellogg was upstairs in conversation with General 
Brooke. Admittance was refused to everyone. No radical 
chief, however consequential, was admitted to the State House; 
reporters were excluded by a special order. 

Kellogg’s action only became known if he told it himself. 
From the soldiers, however, it was gathered, that Kellogg 
stepped into the executive chamber unaccompanied by any 
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friends, and, in the presence of General Brooke, seated him- 
self in the gubernatorial chair. This, and this only, was the 
reinstallation so imperiously ordered from Washington. There 
was no music, no cheers. The negroes congregated there more 
from curiosity, than joy or demonstration. 


ELECTION OF 1874. 


In the election of 1874 the Democrats elected a majority 
of the State’s House of Representatives, the Senate was, how- 
ever, hopelessly Republican. With all of the Democrats seated, 
there were twenty-six Republicans to ten Democrats. 


The Legislature met in the old St. Louis Hotel, which was 
then the State House, on January 4th and Louis A. Wiltz 
was elected speaker. But after the election, at the request of 
Kellogg and by order of the President, General De Trobriand, 
acting on the orders of General Emory, entered the State House 
with a file of soldiers, and the Democrats withdrew after the 
general had informed Wiltz that he was instructed to have the 
House organized in accordance with the Republican plan. The 
House was so organized, and Michael Hann was elected 
speaker. 


Congress appointed a committee to visit Louisiana and in- 
vestigate the situation. The committee was headed by Wil- 
liam A. Wheeler of New York, elected vice-president in 1876, 
with R. B. Hayes. The result was what was known as the 
Wheeler compromise, by which the Legislature was reorgan- 
ized with a Democratic working majority in the House, E. D. 
Estillete of Opelousas, was elected speaker. 

Early in 1876 plans were made by the white people of 


Louisiana to secure the election of their governor, and at the — 


convention held in Baton Rouge, General Francis T. Nicholls 
was nominated for that office, and L. A. Wiltz of New Orleans, 
for Lieutenant-Governor. 

General Nicholls in the campaign repeatedly stated that. 
if he was elected governor, he proposed to be inaugurated and 
serve, and he carried out his words. The usual result followed. 
The Republican returning board threw out parishes, wards. 
and precincts to give the Republican ticket a majority, while 
on the face of the returns the entire Democratic ticket was. 
elected. When the time came for the inauguration, (Jan., 1877) 
the Democrats were ready, as they were not in 1873. S. B. Pack- 
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ard, the Republican candidate, who had been U. S. Marshal for 
many years, was inaugurated in the State House, but never got 
beyond it, while Nicholls was inaugurated in St. Patrick’s Hall 
on the site of the present postoffice, and established his gov- 
ernment at once throughout the State. The White League’s 
troops under the command of General Ogden so guarded the 
State House that no one could get out. 


The terms of all the justices of the Supreme Court had 
expired, and Nicholls appointed a new court with T. C. Manning 
as chief justice. When the Republican court left the court 
building in the Cabildo on the morning of January 9th, they 
left never to return, for the Nicholls court, guarded by the 
White League, took possession of the court house and held 
court regularly every day. 


My recollection is, that negotiations, in 1874, for the sur- 
render of the Cabildo, and the police station adjoining, were 
conducted on behalf of the citizen soldiers, by the late E. C. 
Kelly, a noted lawyer of this city. 


CABILDO SURRENDERED. 


A similar service was undertaken in 1877 by Colonel C. 
L. Walker, who in his negotiations with a Metropolitan com- 
mander, for the surrender of the Cabildo, who demurred to 
that demand, pointed out to the officer the troops who were 
parading that day, under the command of General Fred N. 
Ogden, and telling him that every man whom he saw, and 
countless thousands besides, would give up their last drop of 
life’s blood in securing the capture of the Cabildo. 

This so impressed the officer that he agreed to the § sur- 
render. 

But, while this was going on, Colonel Hill, who was in 
the parade, had asked Captain J. Oscar Nixon, Jr., General 
Ogden’s aide de camp, to permit him to have detailed Captain 
Archie Mitchell’s company, with orders for them to report to 
him, and to file out of the parade as they crossed St. Peter 
Street. Captain Nixon returned, reporting General Ogden’s con- 
sent, and Mitchell’s company was marched along St. Peter Street 
towards the Cabildo. The evening before, when the Justices of 
the Supreme Court had been commissioned by Governor Nicholls, 
in his office at the City Hotel, the Governor, after there had been 
some discussion about seating the court, had requested Colonel 
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Hill to work out the problem, if possible. The Colonel had then 
arranged with the judges that they should keep in close touch 
with each other, so that they might be able to organize the court if 
the opportunity arose the next. day. 

When Mitchell’s company left the parade, he marched 
them towards Chartres Street, on the uptown banquette of 
Jackson Square and brought them to a halt in front of the iron 
gate, opening upon the stairway leading to the Supreme Court 
room on the second floor. 

Four Metropolitan policemen were on guard with bayon- 
etted: rifles, standing upon the first platform of the stairway. 

Captain Lawler, commanding the precinct, held the bal- 
ance of his forces in the station, located in the Cabildo, adja- 
cent to the Cathedral alley. He was called on to surrender 
and open the entrance to the Supreme Court. He declined. 

H. T. Lawler, a well known merchant of the city, who 
claimed strong friendship with Captain Lawler, asked permis- 
sion to have an interview so that he might persuade Captain 
Lawler that his defense of the building was useless. 

The gateway was locked and further fastened by an iron 
chain and padlock. Lawler’s persuasion failed to move the 
captain. 

HILL’ S GALLANT ACT. 

"When so advised, Colonel Hill sprang to and seized on 
the iron bars of the gate, calling on Captain Mitchell to detail 
men enough to break the gateway open, and began moving 
the uptown panel of the gate to and fro. Part of the crowd, 
likewise, seized the bars of the panels on either side, and the 
movement of the gate soon broke the lock and finally broke the 
chain. 

When Mitehell’ s company was taken from the ae aan 
word was sent to the judges at Governor Nicholls’ office, and 
they were immediately brought to the Cabildo. | 

_ They were kept on St. Peter Street, lest there might be 
bloodshed on Chartres Street, but, as soon as the gates were 
opened, they were brought to the foot of the stairway, and 
Colonel Hill, with Judge Alcibiade LeBlanc on his arm, fol- 
lowed by Chief Justice Manning on the arm of Gilbert Hall, 
and the other judges, with a personal escort each, marched 
with Captain Mitchell at the head of his company, up the stair- 
way, ordering the Metropolitan guard to precede them into 
the Supreme Court room. 
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The judges were led to the bench and Colonel Hill as- 
sumed the duties of crier, and so opened the first session of 
the court. 


Turning, as he closed, to the Metropolitan police present, 
he ordered them to remove their caps, and pile their arms, in 
the presence of the Supreme Court of Louisiana just seated, 
which act had thus rounded out the redeemed government of | 
the State, now in control of the executive, the legislative and 
judicial branches. 


| Captain Lawler then abandoned the station, and many of 
the Metropolitans were safeguarded, by Mitchell’s men, to 
their homes. 
Thomas H. Handy, elected Civil Sheriff for the Parish of 
_ Orleans in November, 1872, though not present at the particu- 
lar moment of the installation of the Supreme Court, gave great 
assistance in connection therewith. 


THE PRESIDENTIAL FIGHT. 


In the meantime contests over the office of the President of 
the United States was still going on in Congress and it was not un- 
til March 3, that Hayes was declared elected. Packard appealed 
to President Grant to interfere between him and Nicholls, and 
recognize him as governor, but the President refused, and in- 
structions were sent to General Augur, then in command of 
the United States troops in Louisiana, to see that peace was 
preserved, but if necessary to preserve the peace he should 
recognize Packard. But the necessity never arose for the 
Democrats kept the peace sacredly. 

Governor Nicholls was a graduate of West Point, and when 
I called on him to preside over the centennial ceremony in 
honor of General Robert E. Lee, in January, 1907, he told me 
that when he graduated he was assigned to a post then in 
New Mexico and now in Arizona, and when he got there he 
found Grant, and he always believed that the intimacy that 
he and Grant formed at that time, was one of the leading causes 
in General Grant’s declining to interfere and his refusal to rec- 
ognize Packard. 

A very interesting incident connected with the Nicholls 
government was this: The headquarters of Governor Nicholls 
were at the City Hotel on Camp Street now the site of the Bald- 
win Store. Every morning at 2 o’clock there was held a coun- 
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cil of his advisors, going over what had happened in the previous 
twenty-four hours and planning for the next, in the effort that no 
breach of the peace should occur. An officer on the staff of Gen- 
eral Augur, a classmate of Governor Nicholls at West Point, 
attended these conferences and told Governor Nicholls what was 
going on on the other side and thus he was able to steer his course 
without violence or bloodshed. These facts were told to me by a 
relative of Governor Nicholls, now deceased. 


After President Hayes was inaugurated he appointed a com- 
mission to visit Louisiana and report the situation to him. In- 
structions to the commission were to endeavor to have one 
Legislature in the State with a majority of members returned 
by the returning boards, and elected on the face of the re- 
turns, and when the commission had reported that this was 
done the troops were withdrawn and all semblance of the. 
Packard government collapsed; and as laconically stated by 
Professor Fortier “Reconstruction in Louisiana was at last at 
an end.” 

SHERIDAN’S PILL. 


The order for the withdrawal of the troops went from the 
President through the adjutant-general to General Sherman, 
then to General Sheridan, then to General Augur, and it must 
have been a bitter pill for General Sheridan to swallow when 
he signed the order because during the several times in which 
he was commander of the Federal troops in Louisiana, he op- 
pressed the white people in every way possible. 


Warmoth favorably supported the Democratic ticket and 
its cause after the election of 1872, but some time in 1874 he 
returned to the Republican fold where he has ever since re- 
mained, he probably being the last living of those elected at 
the election of 1868. He headed the Louisiana delegation to 
the Liberal Republican convention, but I do not know who the 
other members of the delegation were, except one, Judge Geo. 
H. Braughn, my preceptor and partner, and I was told there 
were several colored men in the delegation. 


| The general impression was that Warmoth aspired to 
be United States senator, but while he was in Washington 
looking after the interests of the Democratic cause he tele- 
graphed to the Legislature to elect W. L. McMillan, both for 
Kellogg’s unexpired term and for the full term of six years. Mc- 
Millan was elected by the McEnery Legislature but was not 
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seated, and before the contest was over withdrew his cre- 
dentials. The: Republican Legislature elected Pinchback as 
senator, and with the presentation of his credentials the long- 
est contest in the history of the United States began. The his- 
tory of the case occupies 130 closely printed pages of the large 
volume issued by the Government on contested senatorial elec- 
tions. 
PINCHBACK NOT SEATED. 


The first question before Congress was whether Pinch- 
back was entitled to his seat, and the final vote was on March 
8, 1876, when by vote of 32 to 29 he was declared not entitled 
to his seat: In the meantime, the Legislature consisting of the 
Democratic House and members of the Senate and three Re- 
publican’ senators, who joined them, elected James B. Eustis. 
some time in January, 1876, and Eustis was admitted to the 
seat on December 10, 1877. Pinchback was allowed for his 
expenses about $20,000. His case, however, did not end the 
Louisiana contests. The so-called Packard Legislature, with- 
out any real existence, recognized by nobody, and without a 
legal quorum, went through the form of electing Kellogg to 
the Senate, and strange as it may appear, after a contest ex- 
tending from March 4, until November 30, 1877, Kellogg was 
admitted to the seat and served the entire term. 


After the withdrawal of McMillan’s credentials, R. H. 
Marr was appointed senator by Governor McEnery, but no at- 
tention was paid to his claim. The Nicholls Legislature, the 
only legal Legislature in the State, elected Henry M. Spofford, 
formerly Supreme Court Justice, as senator, but he died before the 
contest was over, and Governor Nicholls appointed T. C. Man- 
ning in his stead. Mr. Manning’s credentials received no con- 
sideration whatsoever at the hands of the United States Senate. 


At one time during the Republican convention of 1876, it 
looked as though Warmoth was going to be nominated for 
governor, but Packard, who was afterward nominated, urged de- 
lay and succeeded in obtaining it with the result that he got the 
nomination. After the recognition of Nicholls, Packard was ap- 
pointed Consul at Liverpool, said to be the most lucrative office 
in the gift of the President. Packard personally was a very like- 
able man, but officially he was an oppressor. 


~ 
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THE SURVIVORS. 

' Of those participating in the stirring events above recited, 
all that I know of as still living (though I presume there are 
many more), are the following: J. D. Hill, C. L. Walker, W. J. 
Behan, Henry Renshaw, James A. Renshaw, J. M. Lamare, W. 
H. Chaffe, H. D. Coleman, W. H. Flynn, James Wilkinson, and 
S. H. Buck. 

_ General Ogden I knew very well. He was in command at 
Vicksburg of the Eighth Louisiana Battalion Heavy Artillery, 
of which my father was captain of Company E, and when 
after the completion of the Louisiana monument in the Vicks- 
burg Military Park, the commission had some surplus funds, 
they were expended in erecting with the permission of the War 
Department, a boulder containing a portrait of General Ogden 
thereon, where same will remain for all time as a tribute to a 
great and good man. General Ogden died on May 25, 1886, 
and in beautiful Metairie sleeps this man who indelibly stamped 
his name on one of the bright pages of Louisiana history. 

Mrs. Ogden is still living in New Orleans and is one of 
the assistant State librarians. She was married to General 
Ogden at Brandon, Mississippi, in 1863, more than sixty years. 
ago, but is still hale and hearty and will ever be cared for by 
the people of Louisiana, and is chairman of the Ladies’ Me- 
morial Service committee for today’s ceremonies. 1.1 

Of the five leading Republican actors in the events above 
described, Kellogg, Antoine, Packard, Pinchback and Warmoth, 
the last named only survives, the others having passed away in 
the last few years. 

On September 14, 1891, was laid with ceremonies appro- 
priate to the occasion, the cornerstone of the Liberty Monu- 
ment, which was completed and turned over to the committee 
on the lst of November... The spot where it stands was desig- 
nated as Liberty Place by the city council in 1882 and this 
beautiful memorial tells its story to the passerby, a story of 
gallantry and of a people’s love and devotion. 

Well may New Orleans glory in its Liberty Monument, 
for it commemorates a wonderful page in its history; but not 
much less distinct should be the pride therein of all the people 
of this great country, for it tells of the binding up of old 
wounds and of the cementing of ties that have enabled this 
nation of ours to grow and prosper and to become as it is today, 
a worthy example to all the world. 
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II 
THE CALL TO ARMS. 


Here is the stirring call issued to the people of New Or- 
leans and signed by some of its leading citizens, which brought 
about the uprising on September 14, 1874: 


“Citizens of New Orleans—For nearly two years you have 
been the silent but indignant sufferers of outrage: after out- 
rage—heaped upon you by an usurping government. 


“One by one your dearest rights have been trampled upon, 
until at last, in the supreme height of its insolence, this mock- 
ery of a Republican Government has dared even to deny you 
that right so solemnly guaranteed by the very Constitution of 
the United States, which in Article Two of the Amendments, 
declares that ‘the right of the people to keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed.’ 


“In that same sacred instrument, to whose inviolate per- 
petuity our fathers pledged ‘their lives, their fortunes and their 
sacred honor,’ it was also declared that even Congress shall 
i make no law abridging ‘the right of the people to assemble 
| and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.” 
| It now remains for us to ascertain whether this right any longer 
remains to us. 


“We, therefore, call upon you on Monday Morning, the 
| 14th day of September, 1874, to close your places of business, 
| without a single exception, and at 11 o’clock A. M., to assemble 
at the Clay Statue, on Canal Street, and in tones, loud enough 
to be heard throughout the length and breadth of the land, 
declare that you are, of right ought to be, and mean to be 
free. 


M. Musson, Jno. W. Parsons, Paul E. Mortimer, 


Sam Bell, - J. B. Camors & Co., Leeds Greenleaf, 
Henry Renshaw, M. Hinman, J. M. Vandergriff 
i Jno. I. Adams & Co., J. B. Sinnott, & Bro., — 
| Schmidt & Ziegler, Jno. M. Parker, S. K. Russ, 

Harrison Watts, O. Huard, Holt, Murray & Co., 
| W. H. Chaffe, Perry Nugent, Paul Sanager, 
i Chas. Chaffe, Wm. Sanchez, Woods Slayback & 
J. J. Gidiere, M. Gillis, Co., 
' H. S. Addison, E. F. Delbondio, Eug. Soniat, 


J. M. Frankenbush, Keep & Raymond, S, H. Boyd, 
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W. W. Edwards, Julius Vairin, W. W. Johnson, 
Miller & Diehlman, Robert Hare, J. B. Levert, 
Sam Flower, — W. J. Hare, E. B. Briggs, 
Newman & Kent, J. J. Warren, Louis Bush, 
Behan, Thorn & Co., Emile J. O’Brien, Wm. A. Bell, 
M. Hillard, S:. B. Newman, Jr., John N. Payne, 
B. F. Glover, ' Jas. R. Balfour, Henry Denegre.” 
III 


GENERAL OGDEN’S OFFICIAL REPORT. 


Headquarters Louisiana State Militia, New Orleans, Septem- 

ber 17, 1874. 

Col. E. J. Ellis, A. A. G. 

Colonel :—I have the honor to report that on Monday, 
September 14th, at 1 P. M., upon the uprising of the citizens 
en masse, and immediately on the receipt of commission from 
Lieutenant-Governor D. B. Penn, acting Governor during the 
temporary absence of Governor McEnery, appointing me ma- 
jor general commanding the State militia, and in pursuance of 
his orders to assemble my troops, I at once proceeded to form 
_a defensive line of battle on Poydras Street, my right rest- 
ing on the levee, my left on Carondelet Street, with the intention 
of throwing the city into a military camp, for the purpose of 
thoroughly organizing the State forces. 

With commendable alacrity the following commands re- 
ported at my headquarters on Camp, near Poydras Street, viz: 


Crescent City White League—Col. W. J. Behan, command- 
ing, composed of : Section A, Captain W. T. Vaudry; Section B, 
Captain George H. Lord; Section C, Captain S. H. Buck; Sec- 
tion D, Captain Archibald Mitchell; Section E, Captain R. B. 
Pleasants; Section F, Captain Thomas McIntyre; Section G, 
Captain D. M. Kilpatrick. 

The Eleventh Ward White League, Captain F. M. An- 
dress. 
The Tenth Ward White League, Captain Edward Flood. 
Sixth District White League, Captain H. E. Shropshire. 
Sixth District White League, Captain C. H. Allen. 
Sixth Ward White League, Captain George W. Dupre. 
Seventh Ward White League, Captain O. M. Tennison. 
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Washington White League, Captain A. B. Phillips. 

St. John White League, Captain Charles Vautier. 

Second Ward White League, Captain R. Stuart Dennee. 

Third Ward White League, Captain J. R. S. Selleck. 

Major Le Gardeur with Captain Charles A. Roman’s Com- 
pany (the remainder of his battalion being present unarmed). 


Colonel John G. Angell, commanding the First Louisiana 
Infantry, composed of the following companies: Company A, 
Captain Borland; Company B, Captain F. McGloin; Company 
C, Captain Blanchard; Company E, Lieutenant F. L. Richard- 
son. Together with two companies of artillery, under com- 
mand of Captain John Glynn, Jr., (acting chief of artillery) 
and Captain H. Dudley Coleman. 


HOW GENERAL OGDEN FORMED DEFENSE. 


_ As before stated, my line of defense was formed on Poy- 
dras Street, at 3 P. M., the right under command of Colonel W. 
J. Behan, consisting of Companies A, B, C, E and G, Crescent 
City White League, and the commands of Captains Flood, An- 
dress, Allen and Shropshire, supported by one 12-pounder gun, 
extending from the levee to Tchoupitoulas Street. 


The center, composed of the commands of Captains Du- 
pre, McIntyre and Phillips, extending from Tchoupitoulas to 
Camp Streets, the left with the commands of Captains Roman, 
Tennison and Vautier, from Camp to Carondelet Street. 

Colonel John G. Angell was ordered by me to take posi- 
tion on St. Charles above Poydras Street, to guard against at- 
tack from the Central Police Station on Carondelet Street. 

Major J. D. Hill of the above battalion, with Company E, 
Lieutenant Richardson, commanding, was directed to place 
himself at the corner of Camp and Common Streets to check 
any advance of the enemy by way of Chartres and Camp 
Streets. Captain H. D. Coleman’s company of artillery, sup- 
ported by Section D, Crescent City White League, under com- 
mand of that trusty leader, Captain Archibald Mitchell, to- 
‘gether with Captain Dennee’s section, was stationed at the 
corner of Camp and Julia Streets, Louisiana Rifle Club, to- 
gether with the unattached forces, under command of Major 
John Augustin, at the corner of Carondelet and Julia Streets, 
with pickets on the extreme right and left, formed my reserve 
force and second line of defense. 
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While strengthening my lines and arranging my troops 
more perfectly, the enemy, consisting of about 500 Metropoli- 
tan Police, with six pieces of artillery under Generals Long- 
street and Badger, moved by way of Chartres, Peters and De- 
catur Streets, taking a position on Canal Street above the 
United States Custom House and in front of the Iron Building 
and Mobile Railroad depot, leaving a reserve of the First Lou- 
isiana Brigade to guard the State House and arsenal at Jack- 
son Square. 


GENERAL BADGER AND HIS METROPOLITANS FIRE. 


At 4:45 P. M., General Badger, with about 300 Metropol- 
itans, armed with the most improved weapons, one Gatling 
gun, and two 12-pounder Napoleon guns, opened fire upon my 
extreme right, which was promptly responded to by that gal- 
lant, experienced and vigilant officer, Colonel W. J. Behan, 
whose celerity and brilliancy of movement was deserving of 
the highest praise. 

Colonel Pleasant’s Sections E, C, G, W, L, whose command 
was armed with improved weapons and amply with ammuni- 
tion, gained the enemy’s flank and poured a deadly fire into 
their ranks, which caused them to waver. 

Captain John Glynn, Jr., finding his piece of artillery use- 
less, acting with the promptness and dash of a trained soldier, 
ordered Lieutenant E. A. Guilbet to charge, which he did with 
gallantry, in conjunction with Company A, Captain Vaudry, 
and Company B, Captain Lord, down the open levee and street, 
driving back the enemy and capturing his guns. 

At the same time Company C, Captain Buck, and Company 
G, Captain Kilpatrick, and commands of Captains Allen, Shrop- 
shire, Andress and Flood, charged down Front, Peters and 
Tchoupitoulas, forcing the enemy completely from its position. 
To this result Major J. D. Hill contributed by timely withdrawal 
of his commands from the position assigned and aided materially 
in driving the Metropolitans from their last stand. 


FLANK MOVEMENT BY CAPTAIN PHILLIPS. 

In the meantime, Captain A. B. Phillips started a flank 
movement on the enemy’s right in which he was assisted by 
Captain Tennison’s command and a portion of the St. John’s 
White League.. He met and dispersed a body of them at the’ 
corner of Chartres and Customhouse Streets, losing two killed 
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and three wounded, and then returned to his former position ~ 
in the center of my line. 

After removing the captured guns I resumed my seiginal 
position with the intention of preparing for an advance early 
the next day upon the enemy’s stronghold below Canal Street; 
but so complete, in my opinion, was the demoralization of the 
enemy from the action of Monday, evidence of which I re- 
ceived during the night from citizens and soldiers acting in. 
our cause, corroborated by the surrender to my command of 
large bodies of Metropolitans, that the capture of these strong- 
- holds seemed but a question of time. To press this capture, 
Colonel Angell, supported by Captain Coleman’s artillery, was 
- ordered to move forward early in the morning on these points, 
leaving his position occupied by the commands of Captain 
Mitchell and McIntyre. By 10 o’clock A. M., Colonel Angell 
was in possession of all the enemy’s important points below 
Canal Street, having received material assistance in the move- 
ment from Captain Macheca. 


GENERAL OGDEN PRAISES GALLANTRY OF HIS COMMAND. 


Information of the result was immediately transmitted to 
your headquarters... The judgment displayed by Colonel An- 
gell, together with the gallantry of his officers and men in effect- 
ing the catpure, merit the highest commendation. 

I take pleasure in mentioning the prompt obedience of all 
orders and the heroic devotion to duty shown by officers and 
men through my entire command. 

_... From the nature of the action it was not possible for all 
our forces to have been engaged, but I do not hesitate to state 
that had the necessity arisen all would have acted equally well. 

My thanks are especially due to the efficiency and meri- 
torious conduct, before and during the action, of my staff, con- 
sisting of Messrs. T. L. Shute, James Buckner, F. R. South- 


mayd, John N. Payne, Sam Flower, William A. Bell, Walter 
Hare, Dr. J. B. Bruns, J. B. Walton and Fred Holyland; to these 
gentlemen who volunteered as aides, Messrs. Moore, Greenleaf, 
Pierce, Hardee, Budendorff and Tobin; also to Major E. A. 

Burke and Captain W. B. Krumbhaar of your staff, for assist- _ 
ance in their respective departments. E. C: Kelly, for valua- 
ble information furnished; to Messrs. Kursheedt and Bien- 
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venu, for kind services during Monday night and Tuesday; to 
Messrs. George Williams and W. Robertson, for efficient cour- 
ier services; to Colonel Robert Wood, for valuable aid in pro- 
curing arms; Captain W. H. Morgan for securing ammunition 
for captured artillery; to Mr. J. H. Smith for the use of horses 
for artillery; to Messrs. Prieur White, Ed Ferrigan and Vinet 
for their kind personal services. 

I must state that where such numerous offers of aid were 
tendered by citizens, it would be impossible in a report of this 
kind to make individual mention, and any omission of “spe- 
cial notice” arises from no want of appreciation on my part. 


: The enemy’s loss must have been very heavy, from the 
number of dead and wounded left on the field by them. Their 
Chief, General A. S. Badger, fell into our hands severely 
wounded. My commands suffered in the charge of the 14th, 
a loss of 12 killed and 13 wounded (several have since died), 
among them some of our most respected and prominent young 
citizens. Thus, was the life blood of our best people poured 
out upon the altar of their country. | 


- Sorrow fills the heart while relating that in the nineteenth 
century—an age of boasted civilization—and in the American 
Union, whose cornerstone is freedom, there can be found in- 
justice so great as to require a sacrifice so dear. In the signal 
victory of the 14th of September we must acknowledge with 
profound gratitude the hand of a kind and merciful God. 

The opportunity afforded through the mistaken strategy 
of a sagacious military leader, by which we were enabled to 
strike a blow for freedom, which, in decisiveness of character, 
has. scarcely a parallel in history, can scarcely be charged to any 
human power. 

To that God who gave us victory we commit, with confi- 
dence and hope, the spirits of our immortal dead; and strong 
in the consciousness of right, record anew our holy purpose 
that Louisiana shall be free. 

I have the honor, Colonel, to subscribe myself, very respect- 
fully, 

(Signed) Fred N. Ogden, 
Major General Commanding. 
TT. Lee Shute, Col. A. A. G. 
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THE METROPOLITAN POLICE STORY OF THE BATTLE. 


(From the New Orleans Picayune, September 14, 1891.) 


The White League had assembled on Poydras Street, right 
resting on the levee, a second line being located on Julia. 


About 3 o’clock, General Longstreet, who was in com- 
mand of Kellogg’s militia, issued a written order to the Metro- 
politans to move out from their quarters at Jackson Square and 
proceed to Canal Street, placing a battalion and section of ar- 
tillery at the corner of Bienville and Chartres Streets. An- 
other battalion, under Captain Flanagan, with the remaining 
guns of Gray’s battery, was stationed on Canal, corner of 
Peters and Tchoupitoulas. It has always been understood that 
this disposition was made against the protest of General Bad- 
ger, who considered it an unwise move and the position on 
Canal Street as a particularly faulty military one. General 
Badger favored occupying a position on the levee. 

The Metropolitans no sooner got into position when the 
White League, Captain Pleasant’s company leading, made a 
move down the levee from Poydras Street. General Long- 
street was advised of this and ordered Flanagan’s company 
and section of Gray’s battery on to the levee to meet the move- 
ment of the White League. Pleasant’s company had secured 
an almost impregnable position on the apron of the wharf 
when Badger’s command went into position. 


THE ACTION COMMENCED. 


The action commenced by the Gatling gun opening fire 
on the advancing columns of the White League. These prompt- 
ly opened fire also, and, protected as they were by the piles of 
freight on the levee, poured a deadly fire into the ranks of 
the Metropolitans. Badger called for reinforcements. Long- 
street sent up other companies to the front, but these arrived 
too late to be of material assistance, the first line having been 
broken up before the arrival of the reserves. The fight was 
kept up for awhile. Finally the Metropolitans fell back and 
retreated to the Jackson Square, some taking refuge in the 
Custom House. 

The loss in the battalion had been very severe, over two- 
thirds of the men having been killed or wounded. General 
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Badger’s horse was killed under him, and he was left on the 
field desperately wounded with other men of his command. - 


THE LOSS OF THE METROPOLITANS. 


_ The loss of the Metropolitans in the battle was een 
with sixty wounded. Among those killed were: 


. John H. H. Camp, the foremost cannoneer, who fell by his 
gun. He was a veteran of the Mexican and Civil Wars, a 
deacon of the Episcopal church of Algiers, and a thirty-third 
degree Mason. 


John Kennedy, a gallant Confederate officer. 

James McManus, an officer in the United States navy dur- 
ing the war. 

William Thornton, an soldier. 

The others were: C. F. Clement (colored), a corporal, and 
M. O’Keefe, E. Simonds (colored), F- E. Kochler, D. Fisher 
{colored), R. Ziffle and Armstead Hill (colored), patrolmen. 


THE WOUNDED WERE: 


Superintendent A. S. Badger, in leg, arm and side. 
Captain J. H. Lawler, in left side. 
Sergeants—J. McCann, in left thigh; W. Sullivan, in thumb; 
E. T. Stamps, in the ankle. 


Corporals—C. Bergerson, in the foot; J. Ryan, in the back; 
F. Bahncke, in the thigh; W. ——— in left leg; G. W. Miller, 
in both legs. 

Patrolmen—N. Smith, in face; T. Conley, i in leg; J. John- 
son, in thigh; W. H. Hawkins, in right leg; W. S. Delaney, in 
the face; R. Meyran, in the head; J. Gonzales, in right leg; J. 
Murtha, in left hand; A. Picon, in both legs; M. Nichols, in 
left hand; R. Fouvergne, in left hand; C. Davis, crushed by 
cannon; J. Ferrand, in the breast; E. Crowley, in the leg; T. 
Boyle, in the arm; E. Ross, in the leg; D. Demassilier, in the 
face; T. Duffy, in the arm; P. J. Sullivan, in the head; G. Simp- 
son, in the arm; L. Desdunes, in body and leg; J. B. Ballard, in 
the body; T. Dorsey, in the leg; W. Wooddy, in the head; J. 
A, Barrett, in the leg; C. Ganner, in the head; J. D. Brooks, in 
the leg; J. Lee,.in the shoulder; A. Martin, in the leg; A. 
Marigny, head and body bruised; P. M. Evaney, in the leg; W. 
Brown, right leg amputated; O. Burandt, in both feet; F. Cole- 
man, in hip and head; J. Lang, in both sides; J. Doody, in head 
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and abdomen; G. Cochin, in abdomen; J. Fordyce, in left leg; 
H. Neeley, in shoulder; *E. R. Monat, in arm and body; R. 
Gonzales, in the knee; H. Guidry, in the groin and leg; L. Rey, 
in the head; St. Cyr, in the foot; P. Clement, in the arm; 
Soulney, in the leg; T. Green, in the hand; O. Elmore, in the 
leg; L. McLaughlin, beaten and bruised; M. Lang, in the back. 


THE REPUBLICAN PARTY AFTER THE BATTLE OF 
SEPTEMBER 14, 1874. | 
By HENRY W. ROBINSON. 
I. 


When we seek the Republican viewpoint we find their 
contemporary writings indicate very clearly that the Republi- 
can administration in Louisiana did not at the moment regard 
the battle of the 14th of September, as seriously, as it was 
afterwards fixed in history. From September Ist to Septem- 
ber 15th, there was no indication in the columns of the New 
Orleans Republican that any general uprising was expected. 
The 14th was Monday, and the paper appears to have uni- 
formly issued no paper on Mondays. In the first half of the 
month, the editorial and news columns were filled with arti- 
cles denouncing the Coushatta Parish and Grant Parish kill- 
ings. There were stories of armed men riding about the par- 
ishes, and intimidating white and black office-holders, com- 
pelling them to resign and to leave the State, but no intimation 
that any serious trouble was expected in New Orleans. 

Then, too, on the 14th, the attack of the White League, 
was handled with the lack-strategy of a policeman’s plan. 
General Ogden and his lieutenants proceeded as military lead- 
ers. They threw up barricades at Magazine, Camp and St. 
Charles Streets. They attacked from the flank and took ad- 
vantage of the cover of freight on the levee. 

While the Metropolitans were commanded by General 
Longstreet—a seasoned strategist, whose mind and hand left 
no impress upon the arrangements of the forces; and General 
Badger, a fighting Cavalry Colonel of the Union army, the dis- 
position of the police were such as a policeman without military 
training would have made to repulse a mob. The larger part 


*Died of the injury. 
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of the force was left in the State House on St. Louis Street and 
took no part in the battle. 


General Badger, conspicuous on horseback, marched his 
force, consisting of police armed with rifles, a Gatling gun and 
two howitzers, up the levee, and turned in at Canal Street, 
where he marched to about the main entrance to the Custom 
House. This maneuver left the police entirely in the open with 
no cover in any direction. They were attacked by riflemen 
protected by the freight on the levee, and by sharpshooters. 
having the advantage of cover. 


The battle was spirited, but brief. It began at 4 P. M., 
and lasted but ten minutes and the defeat of the police was 
thorough. This indicates that neither General Longstreet nor 
General Badger had any information as to what they were to 
meet, and is a tribute to the secrecy with which the White 
League laid its plans. 


After the battle the New Orleans Republican claimed that. 
the 14th of September battle was a futile waste of life, that for 
three days it gave command of the city to the White League, 
and then with the coming of the Federal troops, Governor Kel- 
logg and his Legislature were restored to their offices and 
peacefully served out their full terms till 1876. 


Early in the day, Governor Kellogg sought the protection 
of the Custom House. It was a protection of prestige, for there 
was but a handful of troops in it. The student of history of 
the times wonders why the League did not enter the granite 
building and complete the day’s work by the capture of Kel- 
logg. The writer put this query to a veteran of the League, 
who was wounded in the head only a half square from the 
Custom House. His answer was illumniating: “We could not. © 
go into the Custom House, because that was the United States. 
We were not fighting the United Sta 


It is clear that the leaders of the League were sharply 
marked in their policy to fight the Kellogg administration and 
that alone, and were taking every precaution to avoid being: 
thrown into the attitude of fighting the Federal government. 


General Ogden’s good generalship was shown not only in 
his wise disposition for the battle, but also in his complete con- 
trol of his forces afterwards. There was practically no disor- 
der or looting, none at all except some taking of arms from 
stores and from the State Armory. 
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Ordinarily the excitement and passions caused by the 
bloody battle, might easily have had concrete expression in 
mobbing of Metropolitans, of negroes and of prominent white 
Republicans, and of attacks upon their homes, but none of 
these things took place. General Ogden placed guards of 
White Leaguers at danger spots with orders to maintain the 
peace. Utter quiet followed the capture by the League on the 
14th and 15th of the State House, Armory, City Hall and 
public stations; and they were dispossessed by the Federal 
troops in the same week, with equal peace. 


The New Orleans Republican, journalistically, was equal 
to the best newspapers of the day, both editorially and in the 
news columns. Its description of the battle in the issue of 
September 15th is very readable. That the paper should have 
been published at all, and its reporters permitted to move free- 
ly among the White League, to gather the many details told in 
its account, shows again how perfect was the discipline of the 
White League and the good order it preserved. 


In its news columns of September 15th, 1874, the Republi- 
can said, after describing the mass-meeting at Clay statue and 
the futile demand for abdication of Kellogg of Judge Marr’s 
committee :? 


- “The police took their exposed position, surrounded 
by apparently 600 men behind the bales of cotton and hay. 
Their attention was directed somewhat up the levee, where the 
greater strength of the enemy seemed to be, and sitting on his 
horse, General Badger raised his hat and gave the order to 
fire. At the first discharge every loose citizen sought cover, 
and a tremendous stampede ensued for the side streets. The 
excitement spread to Camp Street and men knew not which 
way toturn. Many called: ‘It’s a false alarm, it is only done 
to keep carriages and cabs away,’ but the fight of the day was 
going on with unparalleled vindictiveness. At the first dis- 
charge of the.cannon every hay and cotton bale seemed to. 
blaze with fire. Only heads and arms.were presented as 
targets for the Winchesters of the police. Badger sat on his 
horse encouraging his men, and seemed to have a charmed 
life, for several men dropped every second. Not aman flinched. 


1This newspaper was the official organ of the Republican party in Louisiana. 
While .it was ably edited- and a good newspaper, it derived its support almost wholly 
from revenues and patronage resulting from its position as official printer for the 
State of Louisiana. Ep. La. Hist. QTLy. 
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while he had support, but the fire of their unseen enemy swept 
them away like wheat before the reaper. 


“A fifth of the force lay on the levee dead, or so wounded. 
as to be unable to move. Not enough men were left unhurt 
to support the artillery. Standing at the guns were one-half, 
not enough to work them. Unable to see hardly a foe fall,. 
but the crack and blaze coming unceasingly from the bulwarks 
before them, a fire from roofs and windows behind, and above 
them commencing, and a man falling at each report, the ma- 
jority who could walk sought the iron building, carrying their 
wounded. 

“All but the commands of Rey and Joianh which were 
somewhat out of the line of the main fight, were demoralized. . 
Every man in sight was blackened with powder and stained 
with his own blood. Sergeant John McCann, a most conspicu-- 
ous target, stood discharging his Winchester till the last shot 
was gone, and then unarmed, received a disabling wound in 
the leg. Badger still sat his horse, cheering his men, and Cap- 
tain Gray with every man of the artillery, killed or wounded, 
was loading a piece without assistance, as cool as he would 
have inspected it in the armory. 

“The contest lasted not more than ten minutes, and ther 
the police were driven back from their charge. The fire from 
roofs and windows and vantage places redoubled, and of those 
who reached the Custom House, only two were without a mark. 

“As the last of his men melted away, General Badger, 
still sitting conspicuously on his horse, was made the target: 
for a hundred Belgian rifles, and was seen to fall as Gray drove 
home a charge in his gun. Private Simons, slightly hurt, called 
for one man to go and help take him away, but the fire was 
unremitting. Nearly all were disabled and there was no one 
to help. A retreat was made by the main body to the Custom 
House, and in the hands of the enemy were left two Gating 
and one 12-pounder guns. 

“The rest of the force retreated to Jackson Square Sta- 
tion with all their guns, picketed the streets and prepared for 
further resistance. 

‘“‘When shots were heard in the neighborhood of the Cus- 
tom House, the Leaguers in reserve on Poydras Street barri- 
caded Tchoupitoulas, Magazine, Camp and Carondelet Street 
crossings. Bridges were torn up and horse cars were taken. 
from the tracks and used to build the barricade. 
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“By this time nearly every place of business. was closed, 
and the central portion of the city in a state of fiery excite- 
ment. Non-combatants were seldom molested and they gen- 
erally passed to and fro as they pleased. Curiosity led many 
into dangerous positions, especially on Canal Street, where 
several unarmed men were killed or wounded. 


“General Ogden commanding the White League had his 
horse shot under him and he barely escaped serious injury.” 


Of equal interest was the Republican’s editorial of Sep- 
tember 15th, which was not its leader, but assigned only a 
subordinate position on the editorial page: 


“Yesterday was a regular blue one to those who desire 
_ peace and endeavor to settle political questions by intellectual 


force alone. 


“The day opened with the unusual spectacle of squads 
of well-dressed men, armed with guns of various patterns, re- 
pairing to the several White League club-rooms, where they 
subsequently emerged for the purpose of rallying on Canal 
Street. There was some desultory fighting, but nothing like a 
_ pitched battle has yet occurred. But there was a great deal 
of deep feeling manifested on both sides and would not take 
much to kindle into a conflagration. With the exception, how- 
ever, of the capture of the City Hall and the occupation of 
some of the public squares, there was no interference with 
property of any kind. A special guard was detailed to pro- 
tect our office, for which we are thankful to those in authority, 
though from the peaceful disposition of the armed men, such 
a precaution was hardly necessary. And it was no doubt in- 
tended more as a check upon unauthorized persons than for 
those belonging to the regular clubs. 


“The day closed with a portion of the people in open in- 
surrection against the State and Municipal authorities, backed 
by a force which the police have so far proved themselves 
unable to cope with. There is, however, a large reserve force 
in the State House which has not yet been brought into action, 
and we hope such a step will not be necessary. There was too 
much blood shed on both sides yesterday in this most misera- 
ble political quarrel, and we hope it may prove to be the last. 
Killing men is no way to convince them of their political or 
religious errors and it is the poorest possible way to add to 
our commercial prosperity.” 
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On September 16th, the Republican said: “The casualties 
may be without exaggeration placed at 30 killed and mortally 
wounded on both sides, and 100 wounded more or less se- 
verely.”’ 


In its editorial of September 17th, the Republican, refer- 
ring to President Grant’s orders to “such insurgents to dis- 
perse within five days, or submit themselves to the laws and 
constituted authorities of the State,” said: 


“The consequences of disobedience then, it may be easily 
seen will be most disastrous to those who are guilty. It is not 
necessary to tell the people of this State that war is no joke. 
Many of them have seen it in all its forms. It is now knocking 
at our very gates, and will be here in all its horrors, unless the 
work of Monday and Tuesday is promptly undone.” 

On September 18th, the Republican noted the general or- 
ders issued by Governor John McEnery directing the White 
Leaguers to retire to their homes; and at 7 P. M., Lieutenant 
Colonel John R. Brooke, by command of General Emory, took 
' charge of the State House, and the militant phase of the upris- 
ing was at an end. 


II. 


e The second chapter in the story of the 14th of September 
is the one little known, but it was controlling in creating public 
opinion in the North, and unquestionably caused the final de- 
cision to withhold Federal interference in Louisiana. That 
chapter embraces the two Congressional committee investiga- 
tions early in 1875, and their reports. The majority of both 
these committees were Republicans of national fame, but their 
investigations were apparently made with judicial poise. Their 
findings were impartial, showed sympathy with the people of 
Louisiana, and placed the case before the nation in a way that 
all the pleas from the leaders here would never have accom- 
plished. 

When Congress assembled in December, 1874, President 
Grant’s message directed attention to the events of September 
14th, and the situation in Louisiana, and suggested that Con- 
gress create a committee to investigate. The House appointed 
a committee of seven, which directed a sub-committee of three 
to at once proceed to.New Orleans. The latter was composed 
of Charles Foster, and W. W. Phelps, Republicans, and Clark- 
son N. Potter, Democrat. Later in January, a second com- 
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mittee composed of George F. Hoar, William P. Frye, W. A. 
Wheeler, Republicans, and Samuel Marshall, Democrat, were 
_ sent here on the same mission. 


These committees heard a vast noun of testimony rela- 
tive to the elections of 1872 and 1874, the commercial status of 
the State, the acts of the Returning boards, the public debt, the 
riots in Coushatta, Grant, St. Landry and the White League 
- movement. Most of the leaders of both parties appeared be- 
fore them, including E. D. White, then a State Senator from 
New Orleans, General F. N. Ogden, Governor Kellogg, General 
Badger, T. C. Anderson, J. R. Beckwith, Judge R. H. Marr, 
Governor F. T. Nicholls and E. A. Burke. 


| On January 15, 1875, Congressman Hoar submitted a 
report of the Foster-Potter sub-committee. ‘“‘The general con- 
dition of affairs in the State of Louisiana,”’ said the report, 
“seems to be as follows: ‘The conviction has been general 
among the whites, since 1872, that the Kellogg government. 
was an usurpation. This conviction among them has been: 
sharpened by acts of the Kellogg Legislature abolishing exist-. 
ing courts and judges, and substituting others presided over by 
judges appointed by Kellogg, having extraordinary and exclu-. 
Sive jurisdiction over political questions, by changes in the 
laws, centralizing in the Governor every form of political con- 
trol, including the supervision of elections; by constituting the 
Returning board with absolute power over the returns of elec- 
tions; by the extraordinary provisions enacted for the trial of 
titles and claims to office; by the conversion of the police force 
maintained at the expense of the City of New Orleans into an 
armed brigade of the State militia, subject to the command of 
the Governor; by the creation in some places of monopolies in 
marketing, gas-making, water-works and ferries; by the abo- 
lition of courts with elective judges, and the substitution of 
other courts with judges appointed by Kellogg, in evasion of 
the Constitution of the State; by enactments punishing crim- 
inally all persons who attempt to fill official positions unless 
returned by the Returning board; by unlimited appropriations 
for the payment of militia expenses, and for the payment of 
legislative warrants, vouchers, and checks issued in 1870 and 
1872; by laws declaring that no person in arrears for taxes, 
after default published, shall bring any suit in any court of the 
State, or be a witness in his own behalf ;—measures which, 
when coupled with the extraordinary burden of taxation, have 
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served to vest, in the language of Governor Kellogg’s counsel, 
‘a degree of power in the governor of a state scarcely exer- 
cised by any sovereign in the world.’ ” 


This hammering declaration of wrongs was the finding 
of facts, of a Republican committee, condemning a Republi- 
can administration. 


The report declared that there was no prosperity in the 
State, credit had fallen, agricultural labor was idle, and assess- 
ments and taxes exorbitant. It added: “Indeed, it is conceeded 
by all parties, that the Kellogg government is only upheld by 
the Federal military. Withdraw the military and that gov- 
ernment will go down. This was true before the 4th of Janu- 
ary, as well as now. Governor Kellogg says this is owing to 
the doubt that Congress has permitted about the legality of 
his government. The conservatives say that it is not only 
because his government is illegal, but because it is abusive 
and corrupt.” 


The report then discusses the events of September 14th: 


“The affair of the 14th of September is an illustration of 
this. The members of the White League had purchased arms; 
the police had seized these arms without process of law, taking 
them forcibly from the merchants who had sold them and from 
members who had bought them. A consignment of arms was . 
to arrive by the steamer ‘Mississippi.’ The*-eague were called 
out on the morning of the 14th, to go and take them in a body; 
the police undertook to seize the arms; the two bodies came 
into collision on the wharf, with the loss of several killed and 
wounded. There were then hardly any Federal troops in New 
Orleans, and the disintegration of the Kellogg party was such 
that before night, Penn and his associates had only to take 
possession of the executive offices without a struggle. ‘The 
movement was everywhere quietly accepted by the whites 
throughout the State, until the Federal Government intervened, 
when Penn and his associates at once surrendered. If Louis- 
iana were a country by itself, McEnery and his associates 
would at once be installed in power; but the conservatives of 
Louisiana do not propose to fight the Federal Government. 
They submit, not because they want to, but because they must; 
not because they proclaim any enmity against the flag; not 
because free labor has not been found practicable; not be- 
cause of any general hostility to the colored people because 
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colored; but because they regard themselves as defrauded out 
of the election of 1872, and yet more out of this last election, 
and because the State Government to which they have been 
subjected has been, as they think, to the last degree destruc- 
tive and corrupt. | 


“Indeed, in our judgment, the substantial citizens of the 
State will submit to any fair determination of the question of 
the late elections, or to anything by which they can secure a 
firm and good government. What they seek is peace and an 
opportunity for prosperity; to that end they will support any 
form of government that will afford them just protection in 
their business and personal relations. In their distress they 
have got beyond any mere question of political party. They 
regard themselves as practically without government and with- 
out the power to form one.” 


The report reviews the attempted organization of the 
Legislature on January 4, 1875, and closed: “Your committee 
have not been able to agree upon any recommendation; but 
upon the situation in Louisiana as appeared before us, we are 
all agreed”; and Messrs. Foster, Phelps and Potter signed the 
report. 

-On February 23, 1875, Congressmen Foster, Phelps, Pot- 
ter and Marshall, of the committee on the condition of the 
South, submitted a report declaring they could not agree to 
the report made by Messrs. Hoar, Wheeler and Frye. They 
declared that the assumption of the minority of the committee 
that the Colfax and Coushatta killings had changed the result, 
was not to be received if there were other causes for the vote 
of the State. Such other causes they declared, did exist. These 
were, over registration of the colored vote; over returns of 
vote (146,523 out of 167,604 registered) ; an abnormally large 
Republican vote in a year when financial conditions caused a 
falling elsewhere; the efforts of the Conservative Republicans 
to take votes from Kellogg; lack of evidence of intimidation. 
The committee then proceeds: 


“Against such facts, it seems to us idle to assume that 
the disturbances so vividly pictured by the minority could have 
kept up throughout this State such a feeling of intimidation as 
would justify the assumption that but for the feeling the State 
would have gone Republican. All experience shows that the 
result of the election of 1874, in Louisiana, as returned to the 
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Returning board, was natural, and to be only accounted for 
by the reasons we have given. 


“We hold, therefore, that in November, 1874, the people 
of the State of Louisiana did fairly have a free, peaceable, and 
full registration and election, in which a clear conservative 
majority was elected to the lower house of the Legislature, of 
which majority the conservatives were deprived by the unjust, 
illegal and arbitrary action of the Returning board. 

“To the resolution reported to the House from the com- 
mittee, as to the action of the Returning board, we are all 
agreed. 

“We understand the committee to be unanimous in find- 
ing the fact that the action of the Returning board has defeated 
the will of the people:as expressed by them at the polls on the 
3d of November, 1874. The people then elected to the lower 
house of their Legislature a majority of conservative members; 
a portion of the conservative members thus elected were re- 
fused their certificates. This is an act of great injustice to the 
individuals, of gravest danger to the State and free govern- 
ment, and ought to be immediately corrected by any power 
“competent to correct it. 

“The resolution recommending the recognition of Gover- 
nor Kellogg is based upon general information and not upon 
evidence. On this point no testimony was taken, either by the 
committee or any part of it. Kellogg may or may not have 
been elected in 1872, but there is no evidence to show the fact, 
or, if there be, it has been neither sought nor found by this 
committee. Messrs. Foster and Phelps think that the popular 
belief, taking both conservative and radical circles, inclines on 
the whole to justify Kellogg and Penn’s claims; and that, as 
Kellogg is and has been the acting governor of Louisiana for 
the past two years, to deny his right and install another in his . 
place, after this lapse of time, might involve much mischief to 
the legal and political interests of the State. 

“To avoid the mischief and confusion of change, a major- 
ity of the citizens of Louisiana seem willing to accept as a 
compromise, Kellogg’s recognition and the restoration to the 
conservatives of the control of the lower house. 

“For these reasons Messrs. Foster and Phelps do not etal 
to oppose the recommendation that the administration of Gov- 
ernor. Kellogg be recognized; neither, in view of the fact that 
they know nothing of the merits of the case as judged by com- 


| 


614 The Louisiana Historical Quarterly 


petent evidence, do they wish to be understood as urging it. 
They only. wish to record their agreement with those of their 
associates who believe that such a compromise might, by mak- 
ing a termination of the uncertainty in Louisiana, be on the 
whole less intolerable than the present distress. 

“But, to any resolution recognizing Kellogg, Messrs. Pot- 
ter and Marshall are utterly opposed. They find nothing to 
justify the belief that Kellogg was elected. That he seized the 
government by the aid of Federal troops, through a void and 
fraudulent order which prevented the counting and return of 
the votes, should be a standing presumption against him. When 
the people outraged by the abuses of his government had suc- 
cessfully regained the office he had usurped, he was again re- 
seated by Federal power. By the forms of legislation with 
which he had intrenched himself, he once more sought to null- 
ify the choice of the people, at the late election, and to that 
end called on the Federal troops to break up the meeting of 
a Legislature. 

“For Congress to recognize usurpation so gross and so 
oppressive, is, they think, to establish a precedent by which, 
under pretexts that can readily be found, any State govern- 
ment may be overthrown, the will of the people nullified, 
fraud and violence made permanent, and republican forms 
perverted to destroy liberty. 

“In their judgment all that is needed in Louisiana is to 
withdraw the Federal troops and leave the people of that 
State to govern themselves.” 

The report of Congressmen Hoar, Frye anid Wheeler, who 
constituted a minority, was severe in its denunciation of law- 
lessness in Louisiana, but like the majority, they condemned 
much that they found. “It is apparent from the facts stated 
- in the report of the Senate Committee that the actions of the 
officials (election of 1872) was so tainted with fraud and ille- 
gality that the action of neither of the pretended Returning 
boards nor the certificates of the local election officers can be 
relied on in the least as a basis for making up an opinion as to 
the true result. Indeed this is conceded by several of the 
most intelligent of the conservative witnesses. It would be 
impossible at this distance of time—probably at any time—to 
go behind the returns and ascertain the true expression of 
the people’s will. But our best judgment is that Governor 
Kellogg was elected.” * * * 
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_ “Qn the other hand, the order of Judge Durell and the 
so-called canvass made by the Returning board in the interest 
of Kellogg seem to us to have no validity, and to be entitled to 
no respect whatever. We concede and declare, as emphati- 
cally as any person can desire, the unsatisfactory character 
of the methods above adopted for arriving at this conclusion. ° 
There is, in our judgment, whatever may be the opinion one 
may form from the statement of men familiar with the cam- 
paign of 1872, or from the registration of white and colored 
voters, no legal evidence whatever which will warrant declara- 
tion that either Kellogg or McEnery was lawfully elected.” 
* * 

“The first need of Louisiana is to know who should be 
treated as the lawful governor until the end of the term, which 
will expire in 1876. It has been suggested that there should 
be a new election under the authority of Congress. This is — 
not desired, so far as we learn, by any considerable number of 
persons in Louisiana. Its legality is doubtful. The authority 
of the person chosen would be denied quite as strenuously as 
that of Governor Kellogg. Without the presence of the United 
States troops we do not believe a fair election could be had. 
In the presence of troops we believe the Democrats would 
refuse to take part. It would be a great calamity to Louisiana 
to excite at this time the violence and bitterness which an elec- 
tion contest would kindle. A government so elected would be 
in substance only a provisional government. The only alterna- 
tive seems to be to recognize one or the other of the claimants 
to the office of governor. 

“Kellogg is now in fact in office. The President has rec- 
ognized him, and states to Congress that from the best infor- 
mation he can obtain he believes him to have been elected. 
The Kellogg government is a fact; its legality is sustained by 
the judicial tribunals of the State; it is in active operation in 
all its departments. Under it the late State election has been 
held, and on its certificates must depend, prima facie, the right 
to their seats of the Representatives chosen from Louisiana for 
the next Congress. The McEnery government exists only on 
paper. Its recognition would create the most perplexing ques- 
tions as to the legality of all public proceedings had in Louisi- 
ana for two years past. The recognition of Kellogg by the 
House will give peace and quiet to Louisiana until the next 
° 
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Messrs. Hoar, Wheeler and Frye conclude their report as 
follows: 

“On the whole case we are of opinion— 

“First. That there has been, and is, on the part of the 
party calling themselves the white men’s party, in Louisiana, 
a purpose to take possession by force and fraud of the State 
Government, without regard to the question of who may have 
the numerical majority at a fair election. | 

“Second. That, in the execution of this purpose, they have 
refrained, and will refrain, from the use of no instruments 
which they think designed to accomplish it, whether those in- 
struments be murder, fraud, civil war, or coercion of laborers 
_ by employers. 

“Third. While there are many men in their party of more 
moderate views, who do not themselves use or approve these 
unlawful means, such men desire the accomplishment of the 
' same end, and are powerless to restrain their more violent 
associates. 

“Fourth. Three causes have made it easier to unite so 
large a number of the whites of Louisiana in these purposes, 
and have rendered more difficult to unite the best men among 
them in opposition: 

“The fact that the administration party of Louisiana is 
made up by massing together almost the whole negro vote 
with a few whites, largely from other States; 

“The fact that there has been great maladministration by 
Republican officials; 

“The belief honestly entertained by large numbers of the 
white people of Louisiana, that they have been twice defrauded 
of the results of elections in which they have been successful. 

“Fifth. While all these things are great evils, much to be 
deplored, and likely to exasperate any people, the course of 
the whites themselves has tended to bring them about and to 
inflame them. The simple and peaceful remedies of obedience 
to law, argument, decent treatment of their opponents, would, 
if they had pursued them, have proved effectual long ago. 

“Sixth. While we believe Governor Kellogg to have re- 
ceived a majority of the votes in 1872, and while we believe 
there was violence and fraud which frustrated the will of the 
people in many parishes in 1874, the illegal order of Judge 
Durell, and the illegal conduct of the Returning board in at- 
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tempting to cure one wrong by another, naturally inflamed 
the popular discontent and lent plausibility to the complaints. 


“Seventh. There has been much dishonesty, much corrup- 
tion, in State and local administration in Louisiana. For this 
the Republicans, especially under Warmoth’s rule, are largely 
responsible, although, in numerous instances, their opponents 
have been equally to blame. 


“Eighth. The effect of all this has been to put an end to 
the authority of law, and in a large portion of Louisiana to 
deprive the negro of his freedom of suffrage, and wholly to 
destroy the value of the methods provided by law for securing 
fairness in elections or ascertaining their result. This state of 
things overthrows Republican government in Louisiana and 
seriously menaces it in the whole country. 


‘Ninth. A new election held at this time under national 
authority is not desirable. It is not wished for by either side, 
and would inflame and aggravate the evils now existing. 


“Tenth. It is the duty of Congress to use such powers as 
are vested in it by the Constitution. It should recognize the 
lawful governor of Louisiana by express resolution. We think 
William Pitt Kellogg the choice of a majority of the voters of 
Louisiana, and that he should be recognized accordingly. It 
should provide further safeguards for holding elections and 
ascertain the result, if any can be devised. 


“Eleventh. But these remedies are at best temporary and 
superficial, curing the symptoms, not the disease. Efficient aid 
to the State to establish public education would have gone far 
to prevent the evil, and may yet do much to effect a cure. 
The public sentiment of the rest of the country, without distinc- 
tion of party, may do much to remove, as it has already un- 
fortunately done much to aggravate, the evil in Louisiana. 
That people should be made to understand that all the author- 
ity lodged in the National Government to preserve republican 
government, and to protect the rights of all its citizens, will 
be kindly but fearlessly and steadily exerted, and that no party 
in this country will accept the alliance of men who are seeking 
power by such methods as we have been compelled to describe. 
Unless this can be done, the free institutions of the whole 
United States will not long survive the destruction of those 
in the South.” 
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. The Congressional reports had an enormous influence in 
public opinion. ‘‘The Foster report,’”’ says Lonn’s Reconstruc- 
tion in Louisiana, ‘‘produced a profound impression on the 
North. It was quite unprecedented in Reconstruction history 
that men of both parties on a Congressional Committee should 
present a unanimous report on a partisan question—and that 
favorable to the opposition party. It furnished great strength 
to the conservative party in Louisiana, especially when Demo- 
crats had been made conscious by the outburst of January 4, 
that public opinion in the North believed that peace could be 
secured only through home rule. Under it the Conservatives 
showed more vigor of opposition than ever. But to the Radi- 
cals it was, in very truth, a wet blanket thrown by those who 
were supposed to be their political friends.”’ 

The Picayune declared the Foster report, “the ablest and 
most comprehensive statement of the Louisiana case that has 
yet appeared.” 

The Louisiana case caused heated debate in Congress and 
in its last days the House adopted a mild resolution of Mr. 
Hoar recognizing the Kellogg government. 

The nation had received authoritative reports of condi- 
tions in Louisiana, and the National Government was patently 
weary of the burden of supporting Kellogg. 


VI 
THE 14TH OF SEPTEMBER, 1874, AS VIEWED BY THE 
SUPREME COURT OF LOUISIANA. 
By Jas. A. Renshaw. 


There is no bright deed but that somewhere some one will 
be found to seek to besmirch it; and so it behooves us to be 
always on the alert to prevent such tarnishing on the part of 
the malicious or the indifferent. 

With us, the 14th of September, 1874, marks a grand 
day in the history of Louisiana; and while there should be no 
reason to fear any belittling of its glories by any of our own 
people, it is well to bear in mind that those at a distance, 
not seeing so clearly as we ourselves, may be pardoned if their 
vision of it is beclouded. 

It is, therefore, particularly pleasing to be able to read a 
decision of the Supreme Court of Louisiana, that should clear 


the minds of those afar of any erroneous impressions. 
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HENRY STREET et al. vs. THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS. 


32 La. Annual 577. 
Opinion of Mr. Associate Justice F. P. Poche. 


Henry Street and nine other plaintiffs, joining together, 
sue the City of New Orleans for damages alleged to have been 
done to their property in this city, on the 14th, 15th, 16th and 
17th days of September, 1874, by a body of rioters, who took 
violent possession of the State House and other public build- 
ings in the city, and used, carried away, destroyed or other- 
wise illegally disposed of, plaintiffs’ property, which is fully 
described in several statements annexed to their petition. 

The city filed a general denial, and urged as special de- 
fenses that on the 14th of September the city government was 
suspended in its functions; that the then existing State Gov- 
ernment which had under the law the exclusive control of the 
police, had been subverted, or had ceased to exercise its auth- 
ority, and that both State and city governments were, during 
the days mentioned by Plaintiffs, under the control of a “‘de 
facto” government which had supplanted the previous State 
government, thus rendering the city powerless to hinder or 
prevent the acts complained of. | 


The case was tried by a Jury, who returned a verdict in 
favor of the city, upon which judgment was entered accord- 
ingly and two of the plaintiffs, Henry Street and Otto Burauld, 
have appealed. 


The evidence shows that considerable property of plain- 
tiffs was destroyed or lost to them on the occasion referred 
to, and they claim damages therefor under the provisions of 
Article 2453 of the Revised Statutes of 1870, under which all 
municipal corporations in this State are made liable for dam- 
ages done to property by mobs or riotous assemblages in their 
respective limits. In order to recover in this suit, plaintiffs 
must bring their case within the strict provisions of this stat- 
ute, and they must therefore prove, beyond doubt, that the 
body of men who took possession of the State House, and in 
fact of the State government, on the 14th of September, 1874, 
and held and controlled the same during the three succeeding 
days, was a mob or riotous assemblage within the meaning of 
the statute, and in default of such proof they must fail. ‘The 
record is very voluminous, and the evidence decidedly con- 
flicting, but after a careful perusal of the testimony, we are 
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clear that the body of men, who coédperated in that movement, 
and on that memorable occasion, was not a mob or a riotous 
assemblage, nor unruly and wanton destroyers of property. 


We are satisfied, on the contrary, that it was a well or- 
ganized body of citizens and patriots, acting under the orders 
of, and in obedience to, a State government ordained by the 
people, and wielding legitimate power, and that those citizens 
were exercising the sacred rights of resistance to oppression 
and usurpation, under which their dearest rights were being 
destroyed. 

And, therefore, the property which was destroyed, and 
the victims who fell, during the conflict were the inevitable 
results of a collision of arms between organized and contend- 
ing forces, and under such a state of facts no municipal cor- 
poration can legally be held liable in damages for property 
destroyed. 

The occurrences of the 14th of September, 1874, although 
they failed to bear the fruits which immediately resulted from 
the events of the 9th of January, 1877, from which the true 
government of the State sprang into life, were not more than 
the latter, the deeds of a mob or of a riotous assemblage. 

Both are marked epochs in the history of Louisiana, of 
which we take judicial cognizance; both contributed to the 
reéstablishment of justice and order in the State; and neither 
could entail any liability for damages on the City of New 
Orleans, because, by accident, she happened to be the scene 
of the two movements. 

And, besides, at that time, the city authorities had no 
control over the police force, which under the laws, was part 
of the existing State government. The evidence in this case 
also shows that, on the 14th of September, the police force 
of New Orleans had been removed by the State authorities 
from its post of legitimate duty, that it was converted into 
a Militia Brigade, and that, armed and equipped and officered 
as for war, that same police was marched out to disperse the 
citizens who had assembled to petition and remonstrate against 
the abuses and outrages perpetrated by the usurping State 
government. This fact of itself should release the city from 
all liability in the premises. 

Plaintiffs having utterly failed to make out their case, the 
verdict of the Jury, and the judgment of the lower Court, are 
therefore correct and are affirmed with costs. 
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VII 


THE CITIZEN SOLDIERY. 
PATRIAL LIST OF THE MEN WHO RESPONDED TO THE CALL OF ARMS. 
Following are the rosters of the companies who engaged 


in the 14th of September movement. It is necessarily incom- 
plete, but has been made as nearly accurate as possible: 


CRESCENT CITY WHITE LEAGUE. 

Colonel F. N. Ogden, commanding; Colonel W. J. Behan. 

Staff of General Fred N. Ogden: T. Lee Shute, A. A. G.; 
James Buckner, inspector general; Fred Holyland, A. C. S.; 
John M. Payne, A. Q. M.; John Glynn, Jr., chief of artillery; 
Aides Samuel Flower, W. A. Bell, Walker Hare, Dr. J. D. 
Bruns, J. B. Walton, F. R. Southmayd, Geo. A. Williams, John 
V. Moore, Leeds Greenleaf. 


| SECTION A, CAPTAIN HARRISON WATTS. 

The following is the list of officers and men actually pres- 
ent, and on duty with Section A, of First Crescent City Regi- 
ment of the White League on the 14th of September, 1874: 

Captain Harrison Watts, First Lieutenant James R. Bal- 
four, Second Lieutenant B. M. Harrod, Third Lieutenant R. C. 
Bond. | 

*Orderly Sergeant S. B. Newman, Jr., First Sergeant A. 
E. Morphy, Second Sergeant Henry Denegre, Third Sergeant 
Scott Gallagher, Fourth Sergeant Henry Leverich, Fifth Ser- 
geant H. B. Ferguson, Commissary Sergeant Samuel Donald. 

Corporals I. K. Holmes, Walter Scott, Frank M. Hall. 

Privates: Jas. Buckner, C. O. Balfour, Ed. Bouligny, M. 8. 
Bringier, J. R. Buhler, T. N. Boylan, D. R. Carroll, Jr., Henry 
Chalaron, R. M. Fauquier, Rush Foster, W. K. Foster, M. J. 
Farrell, A. E. Garcia, T. F. Gwatney, A. H. Grieff, Jas. Hagan, 
H. J. Higginbotham, J. H. McCartney, W. T. Morgan, J. C. 
Murphy, John Meux, Hewitt Norton, Geo. Norton, M. O’Rourke, 
M. F. Pratt, R. M. Potts, A. Robert, Chas. L. Uhlhorn, J. P. 
Ward, B. G. Mire, G. W. Church, Jr., A. Costa, J. N. Conrad, R. 
S. Day, J. V. Degruy, W. C. Duncan, R. W. Estlin, R. Jumon- 
ville, L. A. Kearns, Jas. Koch, Jerome Landry, W. L. Lonsdale, 


 *Killed in action. 
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L. Livaudais, W. S. Mitchell, A. T. Mather, Jas. Mather, L. J. 
Mather, O. Mather, E. Mather, Chas. Macmurdo, Newton Rich- 
ards, J. Sougeson, W. R. Stauffer, *E. A. Toledano, L. Z. Tru- 
deau, H. O. Thomas, Atwood Violett, T. G. Ulhorn. 

The company was commanded on the 14th of September 
by Captain W. T. Vaudry, who was subsequently made colonel 
of the regiment. 


COMPANY B, CRESCENT CITY WHITE LEAGUE. 

Captain George H. Lord, First Lieutenant J. O. Nixon, Jr. 

First Sergeant John D. Mahony, Second Sergeant Ins- 
keep Kearney, Third Sergeant W. H. Brown. 

Privates: J. B. G. Arnault, Arnault, T. J. Bath, J. 
A. Blaffer, Ed. Burns, Peter Coyle, James Feehan, Martin Can- 
field, J. P. Flannigan, E. H. Ganon, Andrew Hermann, E. B. 
Kruttschnitt, John Halpin, C. E. Hoyt, Sam G. Kreeger, John 
H. Kelly, Wash Marks, Wm. McCabe, James O’Hara, *James 
McGrossin, James Minnox, John Minnox, D. P. Mahony, John 
B. Fitch, Frank Mix, Ed. Pettis, Isaac Phillips, Charles Renlett, 
Geo. Safely, J. L. Slayden, W. R. Sutherland, Walker Stille, 
George Stem, W. Tebault, Wm. With, Thomas McCardle, W. 
B. Stansbury, John Garvey, Fred D. King, Ed. Vincent, James 
McCabe, Wm. M. Swayne. 


COMPANY C. 

Captain S. H. Buck, First Lieutenant Emile J. O’Brien, 
*Second Lieutenant W. C. Robins. 

7Orderly Sergeant W. F. Pinckard, Second Sergeant, H. S. 
Ball, ¢Third Sergeant W. C. H. Robinson. 

First Corporal John G. Byrd, Second Corporal C. M. De- 
Camp, Third Corporal And. K. Brown. 

Privates: John Bachemin, Dr. Walter Bailey, Jr., T. S. 
Barton, John Barrett, R. S. Bayley, John T. Bloch, C. B. Blood- 
good, C. W. Bein, R. H. Boullemet, H. W. Brown, George W. 
Gary, W. S. Campbell, *Ed. Chapman, Fred Cook, August 
Craft, Geo. P. Crane, W. B. Cumberland, J. Cumberland, Clif- 
ton Danoy, Alex Donovan, John Donovan, C. Driscoll, F. Eustis, 


*Killed in action. 
+Wounded. 
* Killed. 
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D. Farren, J. Frelisen, H. C. Gauze, J. P. Gleason, T. H. 
Graner, Frank Huber, M. Hansen, Sr., M. Hansen, Jr., J. M. 
Harvey, W. J. Holland, H. B. Hunter, S. E. Hyman, D. O. Black, 
J. G. Jenkins, R. Maes, G. H. Mallam, A. H. May, Jr., F. O. 
Minor, Peter Myers, J. W. McCall, E. E. O’Brien, *E. Pollock, 
*J. O. Potts, H. Rainey, H. H. Rainey, N. T. N. Robinson, G. 
W. Sully, Sam A. Trufant, }W. A. Wells, W. A. S. Wheeler, 
J. B. Wheeler, E. Winter, F. Winter, M. N. Wisdom, Frank 
Yuille, P. H. Keenan, Pres. McKenney, C. J. Fassoux, Jos. A. 
Rice, W. H. Miller. 


SECTION D, C. C. W. L., CAPTAIN ARCHIBALD MITCHELL. 

Captain Archibald Mitchell, First Lieutenant M. A. Alleyn, 
Second Lieutenant Peter C. Gaffney. 

First Sergeant John Hurley, Second Sergeant Chris Kenny, 
Third Sergeant Mortimer Connors, Fourth Sergeant John 
Roache. 

First Corporal D. F. Brown, Second Corporal J. C. Wagg- 
ner, Third Corporal R. Latey, Fourth Corporal C. Meehan. 

Privates: A. Ackerman, John Alexander, Gus Alexander, 
W. M. Allen, A. J. Armstrong, J. R. Bigger, Thos. Branden- 
burg, Dan Burns, Wm. Creevey, Sr., Jas. Farrell, John Fenton, 
P. Finan, Jas. Flannagan, M. Francois, Thos. Gannon, G. B. 
Ganter, Jas. Gaffney, L. Gilleck, J. Byrnes, Jas. Gallen, M. 
Campbell, J. J. Cannon, Wm. Carey, Phelps Connors, Mathew 
Conners, Wm. Condon, P. J. Conrad, John Corcoran, Chas. 
Cortie, Jos. Laney, J. Larkin, Dennis Leary, A. Leche, John 
Lennox, Robert Lennox, Martin Leonard, Geo. Sanford, Manuel 
Royes, Chris Russell, James Sessman, George Still, Mathew 
Slattery, commissary sergeant; C. A. Munoz, William Murphy, 
John O’Brien, Thomas Stoddard, Joseph Sutton, John Thomas, 
Hugh Toole, A. C. Wagener, Patrick Wallen, Henry Rennyson, 
P. J. Weinmann, Frank Wire, Dr. C. H. Tebault, Dr. Howard 
Smith, Charles J. Leeds, Wm. Creevy, Jr., M. J. Cusic, D. J. 
Daly, A. Devine, Wm. Doherty, P. Dolan, J. Domenech, J. Don- 
nelly, T. C. Farmer, Fred Libermann, John Dubben, A. Lucich, 
M. Lyons, John Manning, John McCarthy, M. McDonough, Jas. 
Fee, M. McGlaughlin, John McManus, John Mehle, Jas. Moore, 


* Killed. 
+Wounded. 
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Michael Moran, Aleck Mouton, Wm. J. Gilthorpe, Jas. Hen- 
* nessy, Peter Holloway, M. Kennedy, Thos. Prendergrast, W. 
J. Purcell, David Pymer, Thos. Reynolds, Ed. Reynolds, Chas. 
Rohrbacher, D. Roesch, O. E. Roper, Ambrose Ross, Henry 
Rugen, John Schahill, David Shannon, Wm. Shay, M. Mitchell, 
John Murphy, James Norman, Thomas Orrellson, J. J. Sullivan, 
J. Swift, William Thomas, Andrew Tynan, P. K. Wakener, Rich- 
ard Walsh, Henry Warner, L. Weber, Captain Conrad Green, 
Dr. Samuel Logan, Dr. Otto Kratz. 


SECTION E, CAPTAIN R. B. PLEASANTS. 


Captain R. B. Pleasants, First Lieutenant William Fagan, 
Second Lieutenant W. J. J. Armstrong, Junior Lieutenant J. 
Wood Coleman. 

First Sergeant Charles Palfrey, Second Sergeant C. W. 
Allen, Third Sergeant L. B. Vienne, Fourth Sergeant Richard 
Flower, Fifth Sergeant M. M. Brown. 

First Corporal W. L. Brown, Jr., Second Corporal H. H. 
Baker, Third Corporal Madison Dallas. 

Privates: R. M. Armstrong, H. J. Affleck, Wm. Bosworth, 
Wm. T. Bunce, B. F. Carey, A. J. Clements, Dr. L. G. Durr, H. 
L. Lewis, J. P. Eckleberg, C. E. Eager, Jr., F. G. Freret, Wm. 
Folger, Joseph Flanner, J. R. A. Gauthreaux, Paul Holway, J. 
M. Harding, J. M. Henderson, A. C. Jones, A. A. Lusk, B. S. 
Lewis, E. Leguin, W. J. McGeehan, Fred Norman, I. W. Pat- 
ton, F. W. Quackenbos, F. A. Sauve, George Spyker, E. R. 
Tebault, J. Maxwell, M. Bosworth, Thos. Baxter, Leslie Bobb, 
J. B. Clements, Percy Campbell, E. S. Clements, Henry Del- 
gado, C. O. Lewis, Jr., W. M. Eager, James Flower, W. W. 
Finley, Frank Lewis, E. S. Ferguson, Donald Gordon, Chas. B. 
Hamilton, P. M. Harding, Walter Jones, W. J. Johnson, James 
T. Lusk, H. S. Lewis, *R. G. Lindsay, J. A. McMartin, Jesse 
Flower, Oscar L. Putnam, A. G. Rodenberg, D. R. Scott, P. F. 
Smith, Ives Flower. 

J. M. Henderson was shot through the knee on the 14th of 
September. 


COMPANY F, CRESCENT CITY WHITE LEAGUE. 


Captain Thos. McIntyre, First Lieutenant A. W. Hyatt, 
Second Lieutenant Warren Homes, Junior Second Lieutenant 
Fred Eyle. 


* Killed. 
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First Sergeant Thos. North, Second Sergeant Benjamin P. 
Criswell, Fourth Sergeant James Heaney. 


Privates: Frank Bender, W. A. B. Berry, A. Boulware, 
Jr., Dennis Clements, W. T. Crosby, Jeff Crosby, Tim Conners, 
A. Cassard, Jas. A. Douglas, A. J. Dwyer, Robert G. Eyrich, . 
W. T. Foley, Dan Healy, R. H. Huguet, J. Kilshaw, George Mc- 
Nulty, A. W. Moffett, O. N. Ogden, Thos. Pickford, J. Butter- 
field, Jas. Roone, -Thos. Ricketts, Wm. Stannard, B. J. Simms, 
R. H. Tilford, Wm. Tenbrink, Thos. Toby, Thos. J. Ward, John 
G. Wood, Felix Zelesky, M. J. Hart, O. Martinez, Coleman 
McCandish, Ben Bridge. 


COMPANY G, CRESCENT CITY WHITE LEAGUE. 


Captain D. M. Fitzpatrick, Lieutenants M. Honman, G. H. 
Carlton, James A. Renshaw. 


Sergeants D. E. Pursell, +A. M. Levy. 
Corporals D. Barrett, Isaac B. Ellis. 


Privates: +R. C. Aby, M. D. Bedford, Benjamin Crump, 
J. B. Cunningham, L. L. Ellis, Marion H. Marks, Clay Gourier, 
TWm. H. Kilpatrick, Alex. B. Levy, J. Alphonse Pagaud, Dr. 
Howard Smith, M. Smith, John Shields, John G. Turner, A. 
D. Lewis, James Barrett, Edward Corkery, Terrance Cramp- 
ton,-C. A. Dirkin, Mark Finan, John Farrell, J. F. Guild, John 
P. Lewis, G. R. Ober, W. W. Renshaw, Percy Smith, Wilmer 
Shields, Gus Simonin, Ed. White. 


SEVENTH WARD WHITE LEAGUE. 
Captain O. M. Tennison, Orderly Sergeant John H. Men- 


ard. 


Privates: John Hoffman, Louis Lambert, Charles Gayarre, 
Jr., Rudolph Rieger, August Brugier, Alfred Hardouin, Wm. 
Veran, Adolph S. Audler, Andrew Eschman, Henry Fried, 
Frank Holzhalb, Leon Holzhalb, N. H. Rightor, Jean Pierre 
Durr, Conrad Collins, Fritz Feindel, Joseph Lafebre, James 
Borge, ‘John Grass, Louis Audler, William Fried, Mat Nugent. 


Captain Vautier’s company, St. John White League, with 
eighteen men additional to the above, joined the Seventh Ward 
White League. The two companies together acted as one com- 
pany in the fight on Customhouse Street. 


+Wounded. 
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PROTECTOR WHITE LEAGUE. 
Battery C, L. F. A.—Captain John Glynn, Jr., First Lieu- 
tenant E. A. Guibet, Second Lieutenant F. Greig. 
Artillerists: E. Poursine, Michael J. Fortier, L. Caboche, 
- W. Cologne, O. Uter, Geo. L. Wiltz, F. Luminais, John N. 
Smith. 


Infantry: *Sergeant Major A. M. Gautier, A. Gamotis, 
Felix Forstall, A. P. Roux, Louis Vernon, John L. Reinecke, L. © 
Toca, Chas. T.*Soniat, L. V. Labarre, A. Valeton, E. Harang, . 
Lotanna Charbonnet, R. Marquez, George DeBuys, Davis La- 
naux, *Chas. Brulard, *A. Bozonier, Gustave R. Fortier, F. 
Lange, Ed. Soniat, E. F. Meunier, A. Avenel, F. E. Cherbonnier, 
Lucien Fazenda, E. Bercegay, L. Faget, E. E. Carrierre, Chas. 
Vatinel, E. Rosiere, Henry Ganucheau, E. Hernandez, E. Gen- 
erelly, J. F. Meunier, Jr., Henry Guillotte, Isidore Magnifico, 
J. W. Correjolles, E. Levy. | 


COLEMAN’S BATTERY A. 


Captain H. Dudley Coleman, First Lieutenant O. F. Peck, 
Junior First Lieutenant O. H. Forno, Second Lieutenant Alfred 
T. Baker. 


First Sergeant Henry Dupre, Second Sergeant Sam K. 
Shepard, Third Sergeant Charles Mandeville, Fourth Sergeant. 
Henry A. Hamilton. 


Privates: Harry N. Baker, Lawrence Forno, J. F. Barin- 
ger, Frank Kerr, T. D. Kane, Samuel Fitzhugh, W. H. Cantzon, 
J. P. Rondeau, M. Banister, Jas: M. Harvey, Lee Hooper, A. W. 
Jones, L. C. Nick, M. J. O’Hara, W. R. Mandeville, M. D., John 
R. Todd, L. C. Baringer, R. H. Kerr, M. Manion, C. A. Parker, 
George Lansing, A. P. Gray, E. B. Jennings, Dr. Warren Stone, 
Jr., Arthur Coste, A. Schwarner, Chas. Geheeb, O. S. Babcock, 
Elijah Criswell. 


COMPANY H, SIXTH WARD WHITE LEAGUE. 
(Company H, White League Regiment, Colonel F. N. 
Ogden, Commanding.) 
Captain George W. Dupre, First Lieutenant Nemours Bien- — 
venu, Second Lieutenant F. Braud, Acting Second Lieutenant 
A. E. LeBlanc, Third Lieutenant William Voorhies. 


* Killed. 
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Orderly Sergeant John Tuyes, Sergeants Charles L. Cou- 
turie and E. Dupaquier. 


Privates: Alfred R. Barnett, Edward Couturie, Neville 
Bienvenu, John Delery, Hippolyte Laroussini, Paul E. Voor- 
hies, C. Arthur Voorhies, Bernard Avegno, Fritz Hambert, 
Pascal H. barvant, D’Aquin, John S. Tully, John Sbiss, 
Urbain Laroussini, G. Roux, R. H. Bienvenu, R. Dupre, E. 
Puech, James Tully, E. Dupre, A. Tete, W. Dupre, John Brews- 
ter, Thomas Buckley, F. Claiborne, A. Lehman, Ben Tiller, 
William Bienvenu, Victor Escousse, Ducros, Bloch, 
F. J. Letten, Tony Llambais, Albert Peyroux, Placide Peyroux. 


FIRST LOUISIANA INFANTRY. 


(LOUISIANA’S OWN.) 


Colonel John G. Angell, Lieutenant Colonel J. D. Hill, Ad- 
jutant W. H. Chaffe. 


COMPANY A. 


Captain Euclid Borland, First Lieutenant John K. New- 
man, Second Lieutenant Chas. A. Starks. 

Sergeants P. B. Bell, Acting Orderly; Dudley Selph, first. 

Corporals Fred A. Ober, J. B. Kuntz, W. S. Mont, Jr., 
Charles Fox, Charles Gurley, Frank S. Holt, W. S. Pettingill. 

Privates: Wm. G. Abbott, Frank Armstrong, John P. 
Baker, N. E. Bailey, Jr., E. M. Brewer, M. S. Bringier, Chas. 
Carroll, J. C. Davey, W. R. Frisbie, *John Graval, Wm. Gow- 
land, L. B. Hollingsworth, Oliver H. Lee, O. J. McClellan, Geo. 
Ober, J. F. Ober, Frank U. Rochester, M. J. Smith, Jr., W. P. 
Winslow, Edward West, J. N. Abbott, Geo. M. Beers, Geo. 
Booth, Hy. H. Bryen, P. J. Bell, J. R. Boarman, R. C. Davey, 
John Dyer, J. H. Hyson, Jr., J. R. George, R. K. Hyams, John 
G. Kostmeyer, Charles O. Mitchell, Hugh McCloskey, C. W. 
Ober, B. Parham, J. L. Huber, W. K. Weaver, J. Well West. 

Volunteers: Marshall J. Smith, J. C. Hood. 


COMPANY B. 


Captain Frank McGloin, First Lieutenant L. A. Arnault, 
Second Lieutenant C. L. Walker, Third Lieutenant C. R. Boar- 
man. 


Sergeants W. B. Kleinpeter, C. E. LeBlanc, Frank D. Mit- 
chell, Will Shepard. | 


*Killed on his way to join his company. 
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Corporals and Privates: Geo. Agar, L. J. Mestier, James 
A. Gresham, John W. Collens, Frank Carlisle, John Tuyes, Rev. 
Mr. Stewart, Patrick Farrelly, Dr. L. A. Thurber, Bernard 
Klotz, Edward Drouett, J. W. Nelson, H. T. Lawler, John Mc- 
Closkey, Patrick Hays, Joseph Zengel, John W. Tobin, Miles 
Freret, Charles Stokes, Charles Pitts, C.S. Keep, Oscar Chopin, | 
Dr. J. B. Davis, Jean Maric, Thomas W. Collens, S. S. Carlisle, 
Philip Lafon, Leon Sere, Gabriel Fernandez, Dr. John A. Thur- 
ber, P. J. O’Reily, George Tell, Victor Grimmer, Henry Jasper, 
Joseph Garidel, R. McCloskey, Gus Woods, Fred Zengel, W. 
R. Richardson, A. P. Henthorne, Albert Paul, Adolph Zenneck, 
Thos. Gurry, Albert Frelisen, Henry Cassidy, John E. Cassard. 


COMPANY C. 


Captain D. A. Blanchard, First Lieutenant L. L. Lincoln, 
Second Lieutenant F. Selles, Third Lieutenant W. E. Kirke. 


Orderly Sergeant Alonzo Roberts, Sergeants P. Daunoy, 
H. A. Cormier. 


Privates: Lloyd Posey, W. Bosworth, P. Cormier, Omar 
Bartlett, J. P. Newhouse, H. Harmon, George Selles, J. H. 
Graugnard, John Murray, N. McCuliff, Fred. Berg, Fred. Trust, 
Chas. Durand, C. A. Lamberton, F. Chaneville, Henry Dieters, 
*Jas. Considine, E. A. Landry, J. V. Cellos, J. T. Bartlett, Chas. 
-Louque, J. H. Harrihan, J. W. Betz, John Alleman, Geo. H. 
Rareshide, Geo. Ziegler, H. Creeger, J. M. Frost, W. H. Bar- 
nett, P. Marceau, A. H. Patterson, A. Delord, L. Jannet, Nat. 
Byrnes. 

COMPANY D. 

Captain Archibald Mitchell, attached to White League on 

September 14, 1874. No list obtainable. 


COMPANY E. 


First Lieutenant Frank L. Richardson, commanding; Sec- 
ond Lieutenant John K. Overton. 

First Sergeant Daniel D. Colcock, Second Sergeant Augus- 
tus Micon, Third Sergeant Henry Renshaw, Fourth Sergeant 
Charles B. Buddecke. 


First Corporal Wm. F. Cleveland, Second Corporal J. Stans 
Landry, Third Corporal James Chalaron, Fourth Corporal Gar- 
ret Stone. 


* Killed, 


| 
| 


Semi-Centennial of the 14th September, 1874 629 


Privates: Ed. D. White, Geo. D. Pritchett, T. W. Gorman, 
Wm. A. Freret, C. W. Beattie, W. A. Beattie, E. Hopkins, T. 
M. Gill, R. H. Coleock, Duer Kennedy, G. T. Hands, J. L. Sara- 
zin, A. S. Simpson, Mark Breeden, P. R. Kennedy, C. E. Whit- 
ney, Geo. McCloskey, Robert Alexander, John Simpson, B. S. 
Twitchell, Wallace Scott, A. A. Woods, B. R. Forman, R. J. 
Deas, W. R. Richardson, Ed. Schneidau, C. J. Tallon, A. Les- 
seps, N. E. Bailey, Jr., C. E. Deitrich, J. S. Adams, David Jam- 
ison, C. H. Parker. 


SECTION C, FIFTH WARD WHITE LEAGUE, GUSTAVE LE GARDEUR’S 
BATTALION. 


Captain L. J. Fremaux, commanding; First Lieutenant S. 
Cucullu, Second Lieutenant T. Boisson, Junior Second Lieuten- 
ant Joseph Garcia. 

Orderly Sergeant M. J. Guerin, Sergeants Charles Morel 
and Henry Reinecke. 

Corporals James Reed and Ed. d’Aquin. 

Privates: F. Poursine, F. Rebenack, Hy. Prados, Paul Fre- 
maux, Paul Lacoste, Valcour Abat, G. L. Hogan, Wm. Morel, 
Jr., Jas. Beauregard, Chas. F. Jumonville, F. Jaufroid, Chas. 
de Armas, J. P. Artigue, L. B. Roubion, Barnett, C. Berce- 
geay, Ben Garcia, Leon V. Fremaux, Jos. L. Percy, Ernest Ray- 
mond, Hy. Percy, Ed. A. Luminais, Jules Lamoriniere, C. L. 
de Fuentes, Fred Nicaud, L. E. Jung, O. Wiltz, John Barry, L. 
Jourdan. 

SECTION A, FIFTH WARD WHITE LEAGUE. 
(ROMAN RIFLES.) 


Captain Charles Roman, First Lieutenant P. L. Bouny, 
Second Lieutenant B. Sarrat, Third Lieutenant E. Durand. 

First Sergeant Charles de Lassus, Second Sergeant J. N. 
Augustin, Third Sergeant Andre L. Roman, Fourth Sergeant 
A. C. Landry. 

Corporals Gus Lavic, Am. Roux, E. Langsdorff, E. Kerkel. 

Privates: L.-Aleix, E. Bachelot, J. Barre, A. Bayle, F. A. 
Bienvenue, Dr. H. Bayon, Dr. H. Bezou, William Butts, A. Bel- 
langer, E. Chopin, J. Cartier, J. W. Cowperwaith, A. Crandall, 
A. Capdeville, L. Donafort, L. Donafort, Jr., A. Douk, Alcee For- 
tier, J. Fink, J. Guel, George Guinault, L. Herbelin, Charles M. 
Illsey, Chas. Janvier, Dr. A. Landry, Hip. Lecollier, E. Lacroix, 
Charles Le Breton, E. Lacoste, S. L. Levy, G. Dousan, E. Milt- 
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enberger, E. M. Meilleur, T. Moustier, John Mailhes, F. Maitre, 
P. Momas, J. Miangolara, Jules Mossy, E. O. Martinstein, Jules 
Noblom, A. Nozeret, G. Pascal, A. Pillard, V. Pinsard, Eug. 
Phillips, L. Prevost, Edw. Robert, L. Riviere, Dr. E. Seghers, E. 
St. Rosas, R. Sauvage, J. Sompstay, W. R. Smith, Charles D. 
Smith, James Thibaut, L. Verges, J. A. Webre, H. Wiendahl, 
Jos. Youenes, J. R. Ximenes, S. Lacunteguy, Turpin Henry. 


NINTH WARD WHITE LEAGUE, 


(Attached to Major Le Gardeur’s Battalion.) 
Captain Paul O. Guerin, First Lieutenant P. S. Wiltz, Jr. 
First Sergeant J. V. Guillotte, Second Sergeant J. A. De 
Blanc. 

Privates: Ben Thibodeaux, Leo Ghaery, A. De Torres, E. 
Guerin, Frank Dunn, Alfred Dupre, Wm. Boulet, C. Guillotte, 
M. Hubert, O. Tabary, Jos. Cahn, A. E. Lerouze, Jos. Pierson, 
Henry Weisenburg, Emile Peltier. 


COMPANY K, TENTH WARD. 


Captain Ed. Flood, First Lieutenant B. A. McDonogh. 

Orderly Sergeant Wm. H. Harvey, Second Sergeant John 
T. McDonald, Third Sergeant John Gaffney, Fourth Sergeant 
C. F. Boyle. 

First Corporal Jas. Tilton, Second Corporal John O’Briel. 

Privates: Wm. Bell, James Clague, James Davis, Thos. 
Ford, Simon Feicht, George Green, Albert Levy, jJohn B. Mc- 
Cormack, T. O’Connors, James Pelton, John Stevenson, Ed. 
Willis, John McCabe, P. Birmingham, Andrew Close, John 
Fahey, P. Feicht, Jas. Gregory, James B. Hayes, John A. Mur- 
phy, William Monaghan, O. H. Phelps, Jacob Roomer, Thomas 
Whalen, William Wells. 


WASHINGTON WHITE LEAGUE, SIXTH WARD. 


Captain A. B. Phillips, *First Lieutenant E. A. Bardon, 
Second Lieutenant George Berwin, Third Lieutenant Charles 
Gehlbach. 

Ordnance Sergeant Hugo Winseky, First Sergeant M. A. 
Reynolds, Second Sergeant George H. Tardy. 

Privates: James Carver, L. Helffrich, Musson, 
Lochelle, J. R. Bayhi, B. Fisher, A. Bolton, Jacob Burckel, 
Adam Dennis, *Mike Betz, Chas. Rebenach (died from 


+Wounded. 
*Killed. 


| 
| 
f 
} 


Semi-Centennial of tha 14th September, \1874 631 


wounds), R. Dugas, A. A. Mouton, John Welsch, Dominick 
Vautier, J. E. DeWint, Wm. Oliver, Fernand Raymond, Lelix 
Raymond, Lewis Raymond, Victor Deilinschneider, B. Vinet, 
Judge Rightor, Nunez Gonzales, ,Henry Peale, L. A. Klar, J. 
Simon Meillem, A. J. Doize, D. W. Brown, Jim Parker, 
Gerard, T. Schwable, Wm. M. Evans, Emile J. Lang, Arthur 
Castanedo, A. Weber. 


COMPANY I, THIRD WARD WHITE LEAGUE. 


Captain J. R. S. Selleck, First Lieutenant William Fulham, 
Second Lieutenant Thomas Moran. 

First Sergeant J. P. Housand, Second Sergeant Thomas 
Fulham, Fourth Sergeant C. J. Miltimore, Fifth Sergeant M. 
Driscoll. 

First Corporal J. F. McMullen, Second Corporal Dennis 
Tracey, Fourth Corporal P. M. Dowling. 

Privates: Pat Clark, George Clinchy, C. J. Carley, Wm. 
Condon, Pat Feeley, P. M. Garvy, Thos. Griffin, Sr., Wm. Hart, 
Ed. Kelly, Mike Lyons, Ed. Lafonte, James McKernan, John 
McCaffrey, Phil. McCabe, James McLaughlin, Thomas Rey- 
nolds, Mike Reilly, J. C. Sewell, W. E. Solomon, Aug. Trelford, 
C. L. Walker, D. Cloney, Thos. Carter, Robert Desposito, Thos. 
Egan, Tim H. Foley, P. Glennon, M. Gallagher, John Harnett, 
M. J. Kernaghan, Joseph Lyons, Thos. McArdle, Jr., P. Mc- 
Dermott, Hugh McManus, Tim McKay, Wm. Moran, Henry 
Robinson, Wm. Sheridan, George Swarbrick, Wm. Tinan, J. 
Van Court. 


ST. JOHN WHITE LEAGUE. 


Captain Charles Vautier; Ned Beaulieau, Charles Audler, 
Louis Audler, Adam Schneider, William Shanks, William Ver- 
an, James McClellan, Albert Renaud, Edwin Roux, William 
Hyde, *John Grayal John McClellan, Emile Torregrossa, Chas. 
Oliver, William Sparrow, Gus Spanks. 


OTHER COMMANDS. 


-Company F, Lieutenant Fred Eyle of the First Louisiana 
Infantry; a battalion of infantry under the command of Major 
G. Le Gardeur, Jr.; Companies C and D, Captains L. Prados 
and P. O. Peyroux, also of the First Louisiana Infantry; the 
Eleventh Ward White League, Captain F. M. Andrus; two 


+Wounded. 
*Killed. 
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companies of the Sixth District White League, Captains H. E. 
Shropshire and C. H. Allen, and the Second Ward White 
League, Captain J. A. Muir, responded to the call, but there are 
no complete rosters extant of the commands, 


THE MEDICAL CORPS. 


The engagement on the 14th of September was unexpected 
and was wholly unprepared for. No medical staff had at that 
hour been organized. Between 7 and 8 P. M. of that day 
Drs. C. H. Tebault, Samuel Logan and Howard Smith, who 
were serving in the capacity of privates in the company com- 
manded by Archibald Mitchell, were called upon by Dr. Sam- 
uel Chopin, medical director on acting Governor D. P. Penn’s 
staff, and were promoted to other duties, as it was believed the 
principal and decisive battle would come off the next day. 

Dr. C. H. Tebault was appointed on the Acting Gover- 
nor’s staff, in connection with the late Dr. Warren Brickell, as 
medical purveyor of the post. Dr. Samuel Logan was placed 
in charge of the ambulance corps and the old Touro Infirmary 
was made the general hospital, where the wounded were to be 
cared for. By 10 A. M. the medical staff reported everything 
in readiness for the very busy and decisive day whose first 
hour was ushered in with the reports of the medical staff of 
readiness for the supposed dangerous work ahead. The pa- 
triotic druggists of the city contributed freely in the shape of 
chloroform, bandages, styptics, sponges, opium, etc. 

THE CASUALTIES. 

Following is a list of the killed and wounded in the forces 
of the citizens: 

KILLED. 

A. M. Gautier, A. Bonzonier, Charles Brulard, fos tean 
Glynn’s command. 

John Gravol, Captain Vautier’s company. 

E. A. Toledano, S. B. Newman, Jr., Captain Vaudry’s 
company. 

William A. Wells, Captain Flood’s company. 

James Crossing, Captain Lord’s company. 

J. M. West, unattached. 

Michael Betz, Captain Phillips’ company. 

F. Mohrman, Major Allen’s command. 

Adrien Feuillan, unattached. 
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James Considine, Captain Blanchard’s company. 
William C. Robbins, Captain Buck’s company. 
R. G. Lindsey, Captain Pleasants’ company. 

J. K. Gourdain, unattached. 


Gen. F. N. Ogden 
Capt. Andrews 
Lieut. Schiedel 
John McCormick 


WOUNDED. 


F. Fosseetolyn 
Minor Kenner 
W. Matthewson 


Ernest Buisson 


John Mern 
James McCabe 
William Ormond 
Charles Kill 


James Davis J. Bruneau _J. M. Henderson 
P. McBride J. Savage J. P. Dalmy 
Francois Pallet — J. C. Potts — Pollock 
Andrew Close Emanuel Blessey W. J. Butler 
J. R. A. Gauthreaux R. Aby Henry Peel 
Charles Kit W.H. Kilpatrick Frank Greig 
John McCabe M. R. Briwa L. Fazende 
J. H. Kellar W.C.H. Robinson W. C. Taylor 
D. Soniat Thomas Boyle R. Maes 
Martin Lang Mike Betts J. W. Dauer 
P. Hernos Frank Owen 
R. Swansen J. H. Cross 

VIII 


THE MONUMENT AT THE HEAD OF CANAL STREET. 


Ceremonies at the Laying of the Corner Stone. 
(From the Times Democrat, September 15, 1891.) 


Seventeen years after the citizens of New Orleans had so 
gallantly fought and bled for the rights of Louisianians, the 
people of New Orleans turned out in force to lay the corner 
stone of a monument to the fallen heroes of that memorable 
14th of September, 1874. Like that of the glorious day com- 
memorated, the morning of yesterday broke bright and clear, 
though scattering, curling masses of clouds, lead colored, sil- 
ver and French gray, were drifting lazily about in a flood of 
brilliant sunshine, the sky in which they floated wore the deep, 
clear blue of mid-summer. It was a typical Southern day, as 
the deeds it commemorated were the glorious work of typical 
Southern men. They bore with fraud, usurpation and tyranny 
till they became absolutely unendurable, and then the ultimate 
limit of their forbearance having been passed, they put their 


A 
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hands to the work of reforming these abuses, determined to 
accomplish it or perish in the struggle. 


The cause of liberty and justice triumphed over fraud 
and force, and it was fitting that yesterday the freed and reén- 
franchised citizens of New Orleans should commence the erec- 
tion of a monument to the heroes who fell bravely fighting for 
that full and complete measure of freedom which, from the 
highest to the lowest, they now enjoy. «And fitting it was that 
this silent testator to the gallantry of the men who fell in the 
cause of liberty during that brief but bloody conflict should 
proudly, but solemnly and sadly, look down upon the scene 
of their triumph. 


The survivors of that glorious struggle who assembled at 
Washington Artillery Hall and marched out to the old battle 
ground yesterday had changed much during the lapse of sev- 
enteen years. Men who were then full of boyish ardor are now 
sober, staid, dignified and cool-headed. Many a head or beard 
has been silvered since then, but the grasping of the hands 
of old comrades in arms and the vivid reawakening of memo- 
ries that had grown drowsy or slumbered seemed to arouse 
ouce more all their youthful fire, and for a few hours at least 
turn back the wheels of time for seventeen long years. 


The arrangements for the celebration were admirable and 
complete. The great armory and drill hall of the Washington 
Artillery was gaily decorated with flags, presenting a most 
pleasing and inviting picture. The parade was a handsome 
and impressive one, while the picture presented by the great 
throng around the site of the monument is not one to be easily 
forgotten. 


By 3 o’clock St. Charles Street, in the vicinity of Wash- 
ington Artillery Hall, was crowded with gray-haired men in 
citizen’s attire, bearing upon the lapels of their coats the white 
badges of veterans of the Crescent City White League. As 4 
o’clock drew near, the different companies of the Louisiana 
State National Guard began to make their appearance, and by 
4:15 all the military and all the veterans were drawn up on 
St. Charles Street. The line was formed with the various mili- 
tary in the following order: 

The Southern Athletic Club Battalion, Fourth Battalion 
of the L. S. N. G., under command of Captain Elmer E. Wood, 
Lieutenant George Penrose acting Adjutant. Company A was 
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under command of Lieutenant A. S. Ranlett; Company B, com- 
manded by Captain T. A. Marshall, and Company C by Captain 
C. G. De Russy. Following the Fourth Battalion came the 
Third Battalion, L. S. N. G., commanded by Major George P. 
David, with Company O under command of Captain L. F. Bou- 
chereau, and Company E under Captain W. S. McElroy. Com- 
pany A, Louisiana Rifles, came next, under command of Major 
David, and was followed by Battery B, Louisiana Field Artil- 
lery, under command of Captain W. H. Beanham. Company 
B, Continental Guards, L. S. N. G., under command of Captain 
A. E. Fatjo, was followed by the veteran Company A, Contin- 
ental Guards, under command of Captain Charles W. Drown. 
Next came the Battalion Washington Artillery, under command 
of Lieutenant Colonel J. B. Richardson, and consisting of Com- 
pany A, Captain G. M. Underhill; Company B, Captain J. J. 
Hooper, and Company C, Captain Harry M. Isaacson. This 
completed the military escort. 


Following came the veterans of the Fourteenth of Sep- 
tember struggle, the surviving members of the Crescent City 
White League being under command of Captain D. M. Kil- 
patrick, acting in the absence of Lieutenant Colonel W. L. 
Huger. 

The different companies of the Crescent City White 
League were officered as follows: 

Company G. 

Company E, Lieutenant William Fagan. 

Company C, Lieutenant E. J. O’Brien. 

Company I, Captain L. R. S. Selleck. 

Company B, Captain G. H. Lord. 

Company A, Lieutenant J. R. Balfour. 

Company K, Captain Edward Flood. 

Company D, Lieutenant M. A. Alleyn. 

Company F, Captain Thomas McIntyre. 

The rest of the veterans of the 14th of September came 
after in the following order: 

Protector White League (Battery C, L. F. A.), Captain 
John Glynn, Jr. | 

Battery A (Coleman’s Battery), Captain H. Dudley Cole- 
man. 
First Louisiana Infantry, Captain Euclid Borland, Com- 
pany A; Company B, Captain Frank McGloin; Company C, 
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Lieutenant F. Selles, acting for Major L. L. Lincoln; Company 
EK, Lieutenant Frank L. Richardson; Company F, Lieutenant 
Fred Eyle. 


Fifth Ward White League, Colonel Gustave Le Gardeur, 
Jr., Adjutant; Captain Gus Pilot. Company A, Captain P. L. 
Bouny; Company C, Captain L. J. Fremaux; Company D, Cap- 
tain T. Buisson. 

Ninth Ward White League, Captain P. O. Guerin; Elev- 
enth Ward White League, Captain F. M. Andress; Sixth Dis- 
trict White League, Captain H. E. Shropshire; Sixth District 
White League, Captain C. H. Allen; Sixth Ward White League, 
Captain George W. Dupre; Seventh Ward White League, Cap- 
tain O. M. Tennison; Washington White League, Captain A. B. 
Phillips; St. John White League, Captain Charles Vautier; 
Second Ward White League, Lieutenant J. A. Muir. 

The line having been formed as above, the parade moved 
out St. Charles to Julia, to Camp, whence it proceeded to the 
Liberty Statue by Canal Street. At the head of the parade 
rode General W. J. Behan, grand marshal of the veterans, 
accompanied by Major L. L. Lincoln, Colonel A. V. Morphy, 
and Colonel J. D. Hill, members of the Fourteenth of Septem- 
ber Committee, and veterans of the struggle. Immediately be- 
hind the veteran marshals rode General Adolph Meyer and his 
staff. Among the veterans were many relics of the flags and 
banners borne triumphantly along as reminders of the stirring 
times of war. 

As the veterans and their military escort reached the 
monument the military formed on three sides of the orators’ 
platform, and the veterans marched inside of them and formed 
around the statue. As the veterans walked around inside of 
the military there was a great waving of handkerchiefs from 
all the windows around, which were filled with ladies. The 
Fourth Battalion, Louisiana State National Guard, presented 
a very gay and pretty foreground to the scene, looking from 
the orators’ stand, with their blue and white uniforms and tall 
white shakos. 

To the right and left of the monument were the blue and 
red uniforms of the other commands, while outside of all was 
a gay spectacle of ladies and men and children. From the 
platform waved the old banners of the Crescent City White 
League. On the right stood the color guard of the C. C. W. L., 
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consisting of Messrs. Charles Ranlett, John Minnock and James 
Minnock. The flag which they held was the one which was 
used by the league after the fight in parades during the stirr- 
ing election scenes of those times. To the left of the orators’ 
stand Color Bearer Pintard Lewis, bearing the flag presented 
to Company G at an entertainment given about a year after 
the fight. The banner is the only one presented to any com- 
pany of the White League. 


Probably 10,000 people surrounded the statue, while the 


neighboring windows, sheds and even lamp posts were occu- 


pied by lookers-on. 

At the rear of the mound upon which the monument will 
be erected was a platform reserved for the speakers, ladies 
of the monument association, and prominent citizens. 

Upon the platform were seated Hon. R. H. Marr, chair- 
man; Dr. B. M. Palmer, Vicar General Bogaerts, Hon. B. F. 
Jonas, orator of the day, and the following ladies and gentle- 
men: T. L. Herndon, S. B. Newman, Marshall J. Smith, Thos. 
Scott Adams, General John Glynn, Jr., Judge F. A. Monroe, 
Captain J. B. Woods, Hon. A. Brittin, George Lhote, Hon. W. 
H. Jack, Father John Rieter, St. Louis Cathedral; Charles 
Vatinel, Genera] W. J. Behan, Major L. L. Lincoln, Wm. H. 
Chaffe, Captain Euclid Borland, Colonel J. D. Hill, General 
Adolph Meyer, Captain Hansellman, Senator Lloyd Posey and 
others. 

Ladies: Mrs. General Fred. N. Ogden, Mrs. General John 
Glynn, Mrs. General W. J. Behan, Miss Mollie Vaudry, Mrs. 
D. M. Kilpatrick, Mrs. B. F. Jonas, Mrs. R. A. Wilkinson, Mrs. 
F. L. Richardson, Mrs. L. P. Reese, Mrs. William Muller, Mrs. 
Louis Adam, Mrs. L. D. Nicholls, Mrs. Alfred Roman and 
others. 

The ladies of the Fourteenth of September Monument 
Auxiliary Committee are: Mmes. F. N. Ogden, G. A. Williams, 
John Glynn, Jr., A. B. Griswold, J. L. Richardson, Atwood 
Violett, J. V. Moore, Reese, W. E. Huger, General F. T. Nich- 
olls, Wilkinson, W. J. Behan, A. E. Morphy, L. A. Adam, W. 
A. S. Wheeler, J. R. S. Selleck, Dr. H. D. Bruns, A. Mitchell, 
A. A. Woods, Sam Flower, George Dunbar, J. O. Nixon, Jr., R. 
S. Day, D. A. Vaught, D. M. Kilpatrick, Alfred Roman, S. A. 
Trufant, Rodd, F. G. Freret, Dr. Samuel Logan, James Buck- 
ner, J. D. Bruns, Misses Lobrano, Kate McCall, Mary Lincoln, 
Mollie Vaudry, Pinckard. 
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JUDGE R. H. MARR. 


Judge R. H. Marr called the meeting to order at 4:30 
o’clock and spoke as follows: 


“At the request of the Fourteenth of September Monu- 
ment Committee I now call this meeting to order. 

“The committee also requests me to state the objects of 
the meeting. In a few words, it is to assist in the laying of 


» the corner-stone of a monument commemorative of the Four- 


teenth of September, 1874; and of the men who on that day 
sacrificed their lives in battling for rights held sacred by them 
and their fellow-citizens—the right to keep and bear arms, 
and the right to be ruled and governed by officers of their 
choice and election. 

“The Fourteenth of September and its incidents have 
passed into history, and the heroes of that day have been re- 
tained in grateful remembrance by the people of Louisiana. 
At each recurrence of this anniversary loving hands have 
decked their honored graves, and it is to the efforts of ladies 
of New Orleans that we are indebted for the monument, the 
corner-stone of which is to be laid today.” 


REV. DR. PALMER. 


Rev. Dr. Palmer stepped forward and delivered the open- 
ing prayer, as follows: 

“Almighty God, we adore Thee as the King, eternal, im- 
mortal, invisible, the only wise God, to whom belong glory and 
honor, forever and ever. Thou hast prepared Thy throne in 
the heavens, and Thy kingdom ruleth over all. By Thee kings 
reign and princes decree justice. Thou doest according to Thy 
will in the army of heaven and among the inhabitants of earth. 
None can stay Thy hand or say unto Thee, ‘What doest Thou ?’ 

“On this day of sad, yet joyful memories, we bow in 
grateful recognition of Thy sovereign majesty in days of trial 
and darkness. Thou dost set a bound to human wickedness 
and say, ‘Here shall thy proud ways be stayed.’ 


“When the ‘foundations are destroyed’ and ‘men’s hearts 
fail from fear,’ Thou art able to work for them a great deliver- 
ance, bringing their feet out of stocks and setting them in a 
large and wealthy place. 

“We recognize that watchful Providence which has been 
over us since our birth as a people. From the earlier period of 
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our public history, Thou hast broken the rod of the oppressor 
and freed the land from civil bondage. The generations before 
us have sung Thy praise, and Thou hast ‘thrown the horse and 
his rider into the sea.’ And this chant we are called to re- 
new today, in that Thou didst deliver us from the hands of 
those who were against us, and in causing us to dwell in a land 
of plenty and peace. 

“We invoke Thy continued blessing upon our common 
country, in all its interests, industrial, social, civil and religious, 
upon all the States of the Union, that they may abide together 
in charity and peace; upon the chief magistrate of the confed- 
erated republic, and upon all who have with them the respon- 
sibilities of office; upon our national and domestic legislatures, 
that they may largely be imbued with a spirit of counsel and 
widsom. 

“Especially do we pray in behalf of this Commonwealth 
in which our lot is cast, that its liberties may be preserved to 
the end of time; that its citizens may shrink from no sacrifice 
in their devotion to public good; that our land may rejoice in 
abundant harvest, and that no form of evil may throw its 
blight upon our homes. May ‘peace be within our walls and 
prosperity within our palaces.’ May the ‘righteousness which 
exalteth a nation,’ ever be to us for armament and defense; 
and our people be that happy people whose God is the Lord. 

“‘And now unto Thee, who art ‘King of Kings and Lord of 
Lords,’ do we, on this day of hallowed memories, ascribe glory 
and honor and power and might and dominion, for ever and 
ever.” 

The Continental Guards’ band played “Nearer, My God 
to Thee,”’ after which General John Glynn, Jr., laid the corner- 
stone. The second stone which covers the base stone was raised 
and a copper box, eight inches square and three inches deep, 
was placed in the cavity, which is situated in the southeast 
corner of the base stone, and which was sealed up by General 
Glynn. 

The contents of the corner-stone receptacle (copper box) 
were: 1. United States coin, coinage of 1891; 2. City papers, 
morning, evening, editions of September 14, 1891; 3. Copy of 
the “Laurel Wreath,” published September 14, 1877, contain- 
ing the order of ceremonies and route of the procession on the 
first commemorative anniversary ; the proclamation of Lieuten- 
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ant-Governor Penn, dated September 14, 1874; his general or- 
der No. 1, appointing General Frederick N. Ogden provisional 
general of the Louisiana State Militia, and General Ogden’s of- 
ficial report of the operations of the 14th of September, 1874; 
4. A map of the “Battle of New Orleans for Freedom, Septem- 
ber 14, 1874,” compiled by T.'S. Hardee, C. E., showing the 
scene of action and positions of the contending forces, etc.; 5. 
Bullet which inflicted the death wound of Charles Brulard, 
extracted from his body. 

After sealing up the cavity with a trowel and testing it 
with a square, General Glynn addressed Chairman Marr, say- 
ing: “Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to report that the cor- 
ner-stone of the monument has been laid, tested and found 
correct.” 

The band played ‘‘Nearer, My God, to Thee.” 


HON. BENJAMIN F. JONAS. 


Judge Marr next introduced to the audience Hon. Ben- 
‘ jamin F. Jonas, orator of the day, who spoke as follows: 

“Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen, and Members of 
the Fourteenth of September Monument Association: We are 
assembled here today on a most interesting and patriotic oc- 
casion, and in the performance of a holy duty—that of laying 
the corner-stone for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of brave men who gave their lives to the cause of their people. 

“This city is to some extent a city of monuments, and the 
graceful commemorative shafts and statues are seen in all of 
our public places. 

“Near the banks of this majestic river, on a line where 
we are standing, Andrew Jackson, the hero of the battle of 
New Orleans, is always present in bronze to the descendants 
of those whose homes he so gallantly and successfully de- 
fended against the seekers ‘for booty’ and for beauty. 

“In front of us, in the center of this our great avenue, 
stands the bronze presentment of Henry Clay, a great and 
patriotic American statesman, in his day the political rival of 
Andrew Jackson, with whom he divided the affection of the 
American people. 

“In Lafayette Square stands in placid marble the statue 
of the great statesman and philosopher of the Revolution, Ben- 
jamin Franklin, who first drew from the clouds that potent 
agent which is now enlightening the world. 
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“Farther up, on Lee Circle stands the beautiful monument 
erected to the memory of Robert E. Lee, the peerless Confed- 
erate commander, and which is surmounted by his lifelike 
statue. 


“In our cemeteries are the statues of Albert Sidney John- 
ston and other monuments commemorative of the Confederate 
soldier, and on the historic field of Chalmette not only the 
monument commemorative of that great victory, but a monu- 
ment and other testimonials in memory of the gallant dead, who 
fell in the Civil War fighting on the side of the Union. 

“All of these monuments were dedicated within the mem- 
ory of many of us, with great and imposing civil and military 
ceremonies. They were erected in memory of great and illus- 
trious characters, or as commemorative of still greater and 
more illustrious events, all of which are recorded in the biogra- 
phies and histories, not only of this country, but of the world, 
and which are taught to our children in their schools. 

“IT was present at the great ceremonies which attended the 
inauguration of nearly all of these monuments, and witnessed 
the immense outpouring of our people, and listened with great 
interest to the eloquent orations delivered by Sigur, and Wm. 
H. Hunt, and Fenner, and Gibson, and H. N. Ogden, in eulogy 
of the heroes and statesmen in whose honor these monuments 
were erected, and whose lives and deeds are written in the 
brightest pages of their country’s history. 

“But today I see as vast an assemblage of the beauty,. 
chivalry and worth of our great city, gathered together under 
this September sky, as on any of the great occasions to which 
I have alluded. Our military and civic societies are here with 
their music and banners, and a world of brave women and 
brave men have gathered here to participate in these ceremo- 
nies and to inaugurate this monument, and to whom? 

“We have no great chieftains, statesmen or historic char- 
acters to honor here today. I am not here to portray the 
burning eloquence or masterly power in debate of some great 
tribune of the people upon the hustings or in the Senate, or to 
eulogize the matchless qualities in camp or field of some great 
military commander, or to pay tribute to the incomparable 
soldiers composing the two great armies, now decimated by 
death, who fought the late war on either side with such brav- 
ery, patriotism and devotion to the cause which they espoused. 
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**All these things, as I have said, are written in the chron- 
icles of the country. But there is no history of the events which 
we meet today to commemorate, and no biography of the men 
whom we seek to honor, except such as is cherished in the 
memories of a grateful people. Yet, thank God, that has 
been all sufficient to bring forth this great assemblage. 


EVENTS OF THAT HISTORIC DAY 


“Here are gathered the survivors of those who partici- 
pated in and sympathized with the events of that historic day 
and the generation which has followed them, and presiding 
over this meeting is the venerable and distinguished citizen, 
who, as the president of the Committee of Seventy, organized 
the meeting which ordered, directed and controlled the move- 
ment of the 14th of September, 1874, and who has been spared 
by a kind Providence to a long life of honor and usefulness 
and the enjoyment of the love, esteem and confidence of the 
people to whom he has so long and unselfishly given his 
services. 


“The events of the 14th of September were an almost un- 
avoidable sequence of the results of the State election of 1872, 
to which it is necessary that I should refer. In that year the 
people of Louisiana made an almost superhuman endeavor to 
rid themselves of the carpetbag and negro rule which had been 
imposed upon them since 1868, under the so-called reconstruc- 
tion policy of the Republican party, and which had been main- 
tained by fraud, protected by Federal power. 

“And here I desire to say that the issues of that day, and 
of the event which we now commemorate, had no relation to 
the war of secession, nor to the questions forever decided in 
that mighty arbitrament. 

“Those of us who took part in that struggle for the South 
returned to the duties of civil life, amnested and pardoned, 
with our pledges renewed to the country of our birth or alleg- 
iance, and as faithfully devoted to its Constitution, laws and 
institutions as our brethren who fought on the winning side. 

“Our personal rights and liberties had been restored to us; 
the autonomy and equality of our States had been preserved, 
and we were in all manner the peers and equals of the citizens 
of any of the other States of the Union, and our sole desire was 
to build up and restore that prosperity which we had in part 
aided to destroy. 
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“‘We had no complaints to make of the results of the war, 
we had no tears to shed over ruined fortunes, of the wreck 
of the past; all we claimed was the right to mourn and honor 
our dead and to vindicate the purity of the motives for which 
they gave up their lives. What followed this reconstruction 
I cannot picture at length. We were under the forms of law 
placed under the government of ignorance and barbarism, con- 
trolled in the interest of the camp followers and scavengers 
who were left behind when the gallant Union soldiers returned 
to their homes, and who stayed to fatten upon what was left 
to an impoverished and conquered people. 


“Suffice it to say that the eight years of carpetbag and 
negro government under which Louisiana suffered with her 
sister Southern States, formed such a chapter of corruption, 
spoliation, ignominy and disgrace that the people who groaned 
under would have preferred military despotism and the rule of 
martial law to such a very mockery of free government. And 
so far as Louisiana was concerned, all of this was imposed upon 
her by Federal power, for the proud and unconquerable spirit 
of her people was never broken, and always triumphed at the 
polls, only to have the fruits of victory stolen from them. 


FIGHT FOR LIFE OR DEATH 


‘‘As I have said, they made a fight for life or death in 1872, 
and succeeded. They carried the State for Greely and elected 
John McEnery Governor by a majority of 8,000, and a large 
majority in both Houses of the Legislature. This victory was 
known and acknowledged of all honest men, and was fully 
shown and vindicated by the official returns. 


“But when we were about to install our government we 
were met by an injunction from a United States court, a mid- 
night order obtained from a drunken judge, under the author- 
ity of which our legally elected Legislature was denied admit- 
tance to the State House; a fraudulent Legislature was ‘impan- 
eled,’ and a fraudulent State government inaugurated in place 
of the officers chosen by the people. This outrage could not 
have been consummated by the political scoundrels and con- 
spirators by whom it was devised, but it was carried into effect 
under the direct orders:and authority of President Grant, Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the United States army, and under the pro- 
tecting wing of the Federal power. It will be remembered 
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that at a great meeting of Louisiana citizens held in this city - 
to protest against the consummation of this outrage a commit- 
tee of 200 of our best citizens were appointed to proceed to 
Washington and lay our cause before the President, and in 
order to prevent hasty action, they telegraphed the President 
asking him to withhold his decision until they could be heard, 
and that high official answered this appeal through his Attorney 
General that such application was useless even if made by 200,000 
of our best citizens, the President would recognize and maintain 
the Pinchback-Kellogg government. 


“Our committee visited the President and were heard with 
deaf ears. The tragedy was consummated. The usurpation 
was maintained. 

“And here was presented this absurd political anomaly. 
While the Republican President of the United States main- 
tained the fraudulent and usurping government in power the 
Republican United States Senate refused to seat the Senator 
elected by the fraudulent Legislature composing part of said 
government, and the Republican House of Representatives act- 
ually seated the members of Congress elected for the State at 
large on the same ticket with John McEnery, and who had re- 
ceived and been returned by the same vote. 

“T have not the time today to detail, nor you the patience 
to hear, the series of acts of misgovernment and oppression 
which followed the installation of this government of fraud. 
They are briefly epitomized in a report made to the House of 
Representatives by the majority of a Republican committee, of 
which George F. Hoar was chairman, appointed to investigate 
the election of 1874 and its results. 

“This majority report was signed by Charles Foster, since 
Governor of Ohio, and now Secretary of the Treasury, and by 
William Walter Phelps, now minister to Germany, and I pre- 
sume the high authority of these eminent Republicans will not 
be questioned. 

“It says: ‘The general condition of affairs in the State of 
Louisiana seems to be as follows: The conviction has been gen- 
eral among the whites since 1872 that the Kellogg government 
was a usurpation. This conviction among them has been 
strengthened by the acts of the Kellogg Legislature in abolish- 
ing the existing courts and judges and substituting others, pre- 
sided over by judges appointed by Kellogg, having extraordi- 
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nary and exclusive jurisdiction over political questions; by 
changes in the laws centralizing in the Governor every form 
of political control, including the:suspension of the elections; 
by continuing the Returning Board with absolute power over 
the returns of elections; by the extraordinary provision enacted 
for the trial of titles and claims to office; by the conversion of 
the police force, maintained at the expense of the City of New 
Orleans, into an armed brigade of State Militia, subject to the 
command of the Governor; by the creation in some places of 
monopolies in markets, gas making, waterworks and ferries, 
cleaning vaults, removing filth, and doing work as wharfingers; 
by the abolition of courts with elective judges and the substi- 
tution of other courts with judges appointed by Kellogg in 
evasion of the Constitution of the State; by enactments pun- 
ishing criminally all persons who attempted to fill official posi- 
tions unless returned by the Returning Board; by unlimited ap- 
propriations for the payment of militia expenses and for the 
payment of legislative warrants, vouchers and checks issued 
during the years 1870 to 1872; by laws declaring that no per- 
son in arrears for taxes after default published shall bring any 
suit in any court of the State, or allowed to be a witness in his 
own behalf—measures which, when coupled with the extraor- 
dinary burdens of taxation, have seemed to vest, in the lan- 
guage of Governor Kellogg’s counsel, ‘“‘a degree of power in the 
Governor of a State scarcely exercised by any sovereign in the 
world”’.’ 

“This is but a mild statement of the grievances endured 
by the people of this city and State at the hands of the Kellogg 
government and borne in silence until ‘patience ceased to be 
a virtue.’ 

“So strongly did the usurpation consider itself intrenched 
under the protection of its servile courts, its pretorian guard, 
its powers of taxation, reaching almost to confiscation and the 
supposed sympathy of the Republican party and the Federal 
administration that it abandoned all pretense to moderation, 
and assumed tyrannical and despotic powers such as were 
never imposed upon or submitted to by an American people 
unless under the yoke of martial law and the domination of 
a conquerer. | 

“Proceeding further in their outrages, the police arrested 
peaceable citizens on their way to their homes with the guns 
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which they had purchased and seized their arms, and it was 
announced and undoubtedly intended that the police would 
make domicilary visits to the homes of all citizens and seize 
the guns and other arms which they might have in their pos- 
session. 


“It was sought to interfere with the right guaranteed to 
the American citizen by the Constitution of his country to ‘keep 
and bear arms.’ 


“The arms ordered and purchased for organizations of 
citizens who had formed themselves into companies for militia 
purposes, and who did not desire to recognize the Kellogg gov- 
ernment by becoming a portion of its militia, were seized in 
the hands of the importer and taken into the possession of the 
Metropolitan Police. Writs of sequestration were obtained 
from the courts by owners of these guns, but the police refused 
obedience to these writs, and when the chief of police and his 
subordinate were brought before the court and sentenced to 
punishment for contempt, the usurping governor immediately 
issued his pardon to the offenders, who, under his orders, still 
continued to defy the orders of the court, and to retain illegal 
possession of the arms belonging to citizens. 


PREVENT THE LANDING OF GUNS 


“In the midst of the excitement caused by these outrages 
a steamer arrived at the landing with guns on board, which 
had been ordered for the use of the companies of the White 
League, an organization composed of young men drilled and 
equipped for militia purposes, and for the protection of the 
rights and liberties of the people of this State as guaranteed 
to them by the Constitution and laws of their country. The 
Metropolitan Police were ordered in position to prevent the 
landing of these guns and to seize them if landed. 
4 “In this emergency a great meeting of our people assem- 
bled, almost without notice or codperation, in Canal Street, 
around Clay Statue, which was organized by the distinguished 
citizen who presides over these ceremonies today, and he and 
other gentlemen made eloquent and appropriate addresses, ex- 
plaining the object of the meeting. 
“Resolutions were adopted and a committee was niitehed 
to wait upon Governor Kellogg and to demand his resignation. 
This committee performed its duty, but were favored with no 
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immediate answer. Kellogg and his counsellors sought the 
protection of the Granite building, and the entire Metropolitan 
brigade, fully armed and accompanied by Gatling guns, was 
massed upon the levee in battle array. 


“The companies of the White League and other citizen 
soldiery were speedily under arms, and were placed under the 
command of that brave and gallant soldier patriot and gentle- 
man, the late Fred N. Ogden (who, although not one of the 
martyrs of that day, was more largely associated with its 
events than any other citizen), and whose heroic memory will 
be held in loving recollection by a grateful people, and those 
who are to follow, as long as honor, chivalry and patriotism, 
of which he was the very embodiment, are recognized as vir- 
tues in this land. 


“The companies of the White League formed upon the 
levee were fired upon by the Metropolitan brigade, and some 
men were killed and wounded. In response they charged upon 
the hireling myrmidons of the usurping government, and swept 
them from the field as the chaff is driven before the wind. 

“In a brief hour the: boasted Kellogg government, with its 
horde of officials, its political courts, its Metropolitan brigade, 
its vaunted power, was swept from existence, became fugitive 
from power and place, and had none left so poor to do it 
reverence in this city or State, except those who fled to the 
protection of the Federal building as a sanctuary. 

“By noon the next day the State House and every public 
building and office in the State was in the possession of the 
people, and the government of the people, represented by 
Lieutenant-Governor Penn, in the absence from the State of 
Governor McEnery, was received and acknowledged from the 
Mississippi to the Sabine, from the Gulf to the Arkansas line, 
with the joyous acclaim and plaudits of a free people, who 
whatever the future result might be, had vindicated their 
manhood and shown to the world that the so-called govern- 
ment which had been imposed upon them had no strength 
with or support from the people, and could not be maintained 
with their consent. 

“For two or three days all was joy and gladness through- 
out Louisiana, tempered only by the universal grief felt for 
the loss of the noble martyrs who had died that their people 
might be free, and hope was fondly entertained that the hand 
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of Federal protection might be withdrawn from the govern- 
ment of fraud and usurpation which it had established and 
thus far maintained in Louisiana. 


“But those hopes were destined to disappointment. The 
radical programme was to be played out, notwithstanding the 
outburst of popular sympathy which rang through the land, 
and was evidenced in the voice of the independent press and 
of great popular meetings. 


“These evidences of popular sentiment met with no re- 
sponse at the White House, but the appeals of Kellogg for 
help, from his self-constituted sanctuary, were heard and the 
inevitable soldier was sent to his relief. It needed no army, 
a single corporal with a guard was sufficient. We never 


‘dreamed of fighting or resisting the power of the Federal gov- 


ernment. We only desired to show that by that power alone 
could a government of usurpation be maintained in Louisiana, 
and having shown that we were satisfied to leave the issue 
with the American people. 


“With a most touchingly manly and indignant protest, 
which I wish I had the time to read, that patriotic tribune of 
the people, John McEnery, surrendered at the demand of Gen- 
eral Brooke, of the United States Army, all that we had gained 
in our brief hour of triumph and glory. Kellogg was brought 
forth from the horns of the Federal sanctuary under military 
protection and reinstated in office, and his hated government 
was once more restored to power. 


OPEN PORTS AND SLOTTED BATTERIES 


“And then, not for the purpose of protecting Kellogg, 
for, as I have said, a corporal would have been sufficient, but 
in order to intimidate and overawe a people, on the eve of an 
election, several regiments and batteries of the United States 
Army were brought down and quartered in our midst, and the 
home squadron of the United States Navy were ordered into 
our port, where they lay for weeks with open ports and shot- 
ted batteries frowning upon a peaceful and loyal city, with as 
much of the pomp and circumstance of war as in the days 
when Farragut and Butler came to demand possession of our 
city as the armed metropolis of the Confederacy. 


“This is a brief history of the events of the Fourteenth of 
September, but their results were far-reaching. 
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“‘We buried our dead with military and civic honors, and 
our people poured out their hearts in sympathy with their 
bereaved families and friends. 


“In order to vindicate our people before the public of 
America and the world, an address was issued by a commit- 
tee appointed for that purpose, of which our honored president 
was chairman, and from which I read the concluding portion: 


ADDRESS OF COMMITTEE OF SEVENTY. 


“*And here it is important to say a word about a body 
known as the “White League,” which has been grossly misrep- 
resented abroad. It will be remembered that the white mili- 
tia of New Orleans had been disbanded, their arms taken from 
them, and an exclusively negro militia organized in their stead. 
By an infamous law, the Metropolitan Police, for whose sup- 
port an enormous tax is levied upon the city exclusively, had 
been taken from under the control of the Mayor and made 
subject to the orders of the Governor alone. This body was 
used to intimidate and over-awe the citizens, to guard the 
residences and persons of timorous officials, and to dragoon 
the parishes whenever any political scheme required it. 

““*The white people of the State, thus stripped of every 
means of defense, were threatened moreover by a formidable 
oath-bound league of blacks, which, under the command and 
the cunning and unscrupulous negro, might at any moment 
plunge them into what they were anxious to avoid—a war of 
races. The incessant demand for offices from the city, State 
and Federal governments, for which they were utterly unfit, 
and for which they proffered no other title than that of color; 
the development in their conventions of a spirit of proscrip- 
tion against white radicals, and even against honorable Re- 
publicans, who had fought for their liberation; their increas- 
ing arrogance, which knew no bounds; their increasing dis- 


honesty, which they had regarded as statesman-like virtue; - 


their contemptuous scorn of all rights of the white man, which 
they dared trespass upon—all these signs as set forth in the 
platform of the Crescent City White League, warned us that. 
the calamity, which we had long apprehended, was imminent, 
and that we might either prepare for or perish under it. 

“ ‘With the hope, then, as distinctly and openly declared, 
that a timely and proclaimed union of the whites as a race and 
their efficient preparation for any emergency might arrest the 
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threatened horrors of a social war, the White League was 

formed, its object being, as publicly set forth, to assist in re- 

storing an honest and intelligent government to the State of 

Louisiana, and by a union with all other good citizens to main- 

tain and defend the Constitution of the United States and of 

the State, and to maintain and protect our rights and the “ 
rights of all citizens. 

“But to return. Satisfied of the impossibility of securing 
a fair registration and election, and that it was the settled 
purpose of the usurper to deprive the white people of the State 
of Louisiana of the right to bear arms, a right secured to them 
by the Constitution of the United States, and in the existing 
state of affairs indispensable to their personal protection, a 
mass meeting of the citizens of New Orleans was called to as- 
semble on the morning of September 14th. At that meeting, 
the largest in numbers and the most respectable in character 
ever collected in the streets of New Orleans, resolutions setting 
forth the remediless wrongs under which we suffer were adopt- 
ed and a committee of citizens was appointed to wait upon 
William Pitt Kellogg and demand his abdication. 
 “*At 12:30 P. M., the committee waited upon Mr. Kellogg 
at the State House, which had already been converted by him , 
into an armed camp, Kellogg, however, had flied to the Cus- ( 
tom House, which he did not leave again until reinstated in | 
the State House by the Federal bayonets, and from the Custom 
House returned answer through a member of his staff, refus- 
ing to see or treat with the committee. The committee so re- 
ported. Instantly, and as one man, the citizens rose in arms. 

“*Already in our streets and private stores arms had 
been seized in open day by the police and forcibly taken pos- 
session of and retained. The owner of a portion of the arms 
so seized had applied to a competent judicial tribunal and ob- 
tained an order for their release. 

. “*This order was disobeyed by the police authorities, and 

when the court attempted to vindicate its own dignity and the 
majesty of the law by fine and imprisonment for contempt, 
W. P. Kellogg intervened and pardoned the offenders, who 
were immediately released. 

“At the moment of the popular uprising a steamship lay 
opposite the Third Precinct Police Station, having on board 
arms and ammunition consigned to private individuals. A 
large guard of Metropolitan Police with loaded guns and can- 
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non pointed prevented all access to the steamer, and the re- 
moval of the arms by those to whom they lawfully belonged, 
and the citizens, relying on the League, their only organized 
body, moved down to the levee to take possession of the prop- 
erty, which was theirs by right of purchase. 

“At the head of Canal Street the Metropolitan Brigade, 
commanded by General Longstreet in person, intercepted and 
attacked them. The battle thus forced upon the citizens was 
joined, and in a brief half hour this Praetorian band, so long a 
menace and terror, was swept away, and the defeated rem- 
nants of the Kellogg usurpation—cowering fugitives from a 
government they had abandoned—were refugees in the Cus- 
tom House, sheltered beneath the, folds of the American flag. 
There they were suffered to remain unmolested. 


THE LAWFUL GOVERNMENT 


““*What followed has passed into history and is a matter 
of familiar knowledge. The lawful government of the people’s 
choice, amid universal rejoicing, entered without opposition 
upon the discharge of its legitimate functions. Joy sat in 
every heart and illumined every countenance. A new era of 
confidence, peace and prosperity seemed to have dawned upon 
us. The wretchedness of the past was forgotten in the bright 
and cheering anticipation of the future. But this short-lived 
triumph was abruptly closed. Before the proclamation of the 
President, it bowed its head, and at the mandate of his Gen- 
eral we laid down our arms, retired from the offices we had 
taken possession of and to which we were lawfully entitled, 
gave up the captured arsenals and stores, and so proved, as 
we had ever asserted, our unquestioning obedience to the gen- 
eral government. 

***Friends, countrymen, lovers of freedom, we make our 
last appeal to you. Every peaceful remedy had been exhausted. 
We have borne and forborne until our submission was con- 
strued into cowardice. Our desolation was accomplished. The 
hum of industry was still in our workships; the wheels of 
commerce were stopped; agriculture languished; capital fled 
from us; our taxes were increased until real estate had be- 
come a curse instead of a blessing; and in the midst of our 
own poverty we saw with unavailing indignation alien and 
bankrupt adventurers grow rich with the spoils wrung from us 
by every species of unjust and oppressive extortion. 
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““*In our despair and in the exercise of what we believe 
to be an inalienable right, we overthrew by arms a usurpation 
begot in fraud and maintained by force. The power of the 
United States has again been set up to be a taskmaster over us. 
Our tale of misery is complete; nothing remains but submis- 
sion, relieved only by the dim and distant hope that the sober 
second thought of this great people will reconsider calmly our 
condition, and devise, in their wisdom, some method of relief 
for this unhappy province.’ 

“It was not a great battle, that of the Fourteenth of Sep- 
tember, but our loss was greater than that of Jackson at the 
battle of New Orleans. bd 

“Tt was a skirmish like the battle of Concord, but as there 
was fired ‘the shot heard round the world,’ so on the Fourteenth 
of September vas fought the brief battle which gave freedom 
and self-government to the reconstructed States, because it 
inaugurated and ordained success in the political fight which 
ended in the destruction of their carpet bag and usurping State 
governments. 


HIDEOUS REALITIES OF CARPET BAG GOVERNMENT 


“The American people were stirred by these events as by 
the breath of a storm. They saw the hollowness and fraud of 
the Kellogg government, and that it held its existence not by 
_ the consent of the people, but at the dictation of the Executive 
of the nation, backed by the power of the army and navy of 
the United States. That in violation of the provision of the 
Constitution which guarantees to every State in this Union a 
republican form of government, the State of Louisiana had 
been virtually constituted into a province, governed by a prae- 
tor, holding his power from and under the protection of the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of the United 
States, and that within its bounds free suffrage, republican 
government and the liberties of the people had been sup- 
pressed and destroyed. The veil which hid these enormities 
from the eyes of the American people had been torn away 
and the hideous realities of carpet bag government were ex- 
posed to the full glare of day. The wrongs of Louisiana be- 
came the rallying cry of the great Democratic party and of 
the independent voters of the nation, and in the election which 
so shortly followed in November, they swept the country, elect- 
ed a Democratic Congress by an overwhelming majority and 
carried nearly two-thirds of the States of the Union. 
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“Massachusetts, New York, New Hampshire, Connecti- 
cut, Pennsylvania, Ohio and Indiana sat in judgment upon the 
Louisiana case and reversed the decision of President Grant. 
The Republican party was disabled and crippled in its strong- 
hold, the popular branch of the Federal Congress—a citadel 
which it had held for fifteen years. 

“The election of 1876 followed. We carried the State for 
Tilden for President and for Nicholls for Governor by about 
the same majority—nearly 8,000—and again an attempt was 
made to set aside the will of the people by the Kellogg re- 
turning board. You are all familiar with the history of that 
period. 

“It suited the Republican party to steal the Presidency, 
and for the first, and I predict the last time in the country’s 
history, to seat a President with a fraudulent title, and it suit- 
ed the Democratic party to acquiesce in this great wrong rather 
than plunge the country into a struggle which might end in 
civil war, and this theft of the Presidency was accomplished 
by stealing the electoral votes of Louisiana, South Carolina 
and Florida. 

“But the indomitable people of Louisiana installed their 
Governor-elect and Legislature and rejected with scorn the 
so-called Packard government, counted in and installed by 
Kellogg, and which, according to’ radical precedent, was to 
receive a lease of life and power from the Federal government. 

‘“‘We said to the new President and to his commissioners 
who came here to spy out the land and to negotiate for our 
surrender that our government was the government of the 
people, that it was strong in their cordial and almost unani- 
mous support and allegiance, and that it would be maintained 
to the bitter end except as against the armed forces of the 
United States, and that we would only surrender to such force. 

“The tenure of Mr. Hayes was too doubtful to permit of 
his exercising such extraordinary powers. The lesson of the 
Fourteenth of September was too fresh in the minds of the 
American people; their condemnation of the action of the 
Grant administration had been expressed in no uncertain tones. 
The House of Representatives was largely Democratic, and 
Mr. Hayes did not dare to use the Army and Navy of the United 
States again to maintain a Republican usurpation, and he aban- 
doned the Packard government to its fate and recognized that 
of the people. 
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“In doing so he recognized that he held his seat by fraud, 
for Tilden’s majority was the same as Nicholls’, and if the 
latter was elected Governor, then Samuel J. Tilden was elected 
President of the United States. And who doubts that now? 


“If the Democracy of the other States had been as firm 
in the assertion of their rights as were the people of Louisiana, 
Mr. Hayes would never have occupied the presidential chair. 


“The seating of Nicholls in Louisiana, and of Hampton in 
South Carolina, and the subsequent peace and good govern- 
ment at the hands of their own people which has prevailed in 
all of the reconstructed States, can and should be credited as 
the legitimate result of the lesson of the Fourteenth of Septem- 
ber. So the good fight was not idly fought, and our martyrs 
did not die in vain. 


“We are here today to lay the corner-stone of a monu- 
ment which shall do honor to their memory and perpetuate it 
to future generations. It’s erection has not been long delayed. 

“Only last month a monument was erected upon the rev- 
olutionary battlefield of Bennington, and those upon the historic 
fields of Saratoga and Yorktown, and Gettysburg and Chicka- 
mauga have only been erected within the last,decade. 

“In the meantime the tombs of our dead have not been 
neglected and on each succeeding anniversary brave men and 
sympathizing women have placed garlands of flowers upon 
their graves, and a grateful people have paid a sincere, if sil- 
ent, tribute to their memory. 

“But years, short for history, but long for life’s changes, 
have passed since 1874. The veterans who took part in the 
events of the 14th of September, and who yet survive, have be- 
come old men, and the boys who rushed to arms with such 
enthusiasm have reached the meridian of life. Relentless death 
has claimed his tithes and removed many a gallant spirit who 
contributed to the glories of that day. Besides our gallant com- 
mander, General Fred N. Ogden, and Louisiana’s rightful Gov- 
ernor, John McEnery, to whom I have already alluded, I cannot 
on this occasion forget the eloquent Bruns, and Choppin, and 
John Ellis, and Pleasants, and Vaudry, and Nixon, and Payne, 
and Ogden, and Angell, and Mitchell, but I forbear to call the 
honored death roll, for I have none at hand, and the humblest 
name upon it is as deserving of memory as the few that I 
have recalled. 
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“All around me stand the gallant survivors who have been 
spared to take part in this labor of love, but I am minded that 
these ceremonies are in memory of the dead, not for eulogy 
upon the living, and what eulogy so grand, what praise so great 
could be bestowed upon them by the most eloquent of orators 
as is given by the presence of this vast assemblage of their fel- 
low-citizens who have gathered to do them honor. Long may 
they be spared, with their children and children’s children, to 
enjoy the good government, the liberty, the prosperity, which 
prevails in their beloved State, and which is largely due to 
their patriofic efforts in her behalf. 


“In the silent cemeteries rest those who never heard the 
loud acclaim of victory, who never witnessed the redemption 
of their people, who were not spared to enjoy the triumph of 
the cause for which they shed their blood and who are here 
today only in memory. 


“Let me call that roll of honor: Robert E. Lindsay, An- 
drieu Feuillan, A. M. Gautier, A. Bozonier, Charles Brulard, 
John Graval, E. A. Toledano, F. Mohrman, J. K. Gourdain, 
Wm. C. Robbins, S. B. Newman, Jr., Wm. A. Wells, James 
Crossin, J. M. West, Michael Betz, J. Considine. 


“T trust I have omitted none. 

“In a short time the deathless monument which you pro- 
pose to erect to their memory will rear its head on the spot 
where we are standing. On this marble shaft (erected in large 
part by the labors and contributions of the noble women of 
Louisiana, ever first in the works of charity, duty and patriot- 
ism on the 14th of September, as ever since, and who so honor 
this occasion by their presence) will be carved these names, 
where they may be read and honored in long distant years 
by those who may ome after us and have a heritage in their 
memory, and by all strangers who pause to read the inscrip- 
tion and to pay a tribute to those who died that their country 
might live. 

“But there is something less cold and even less perishable 
than marble in which these memories can be preserved and 
honored. 

“It is the great heart of a grateful people. 

“Let Louisianians, torn and divided by faction as some- 
times unfortunately they may be, remember the 14th of Sep- 
tember, 1874, and how they stood together as one man on 
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that eventful day, united in devotion to a common and holy .- 


cause. Let them remember as they stand here again today, 
united in honor of that great occasion, that the liberties, the 
honor, the prosperity of Louisiana, all that they fought for on 
that great day, has been committed to them as a sacred charge, 
to be borne in their hearts, with the warning that comes from 
the graves of those whom we mourn, that only in union, pa- 
triotism and brotherly love, such as was evidenced in the strug- 
gles of the past, can these blessings be preserved for ourselves 
and those who are to come after us. | 


“Let us, therefore, standing, as it were, by the graves of 
our dead and enwrapped in the glorious memories of the past, 
renew our pledges of devotion to our beloved State and to the 
glorious Union of which she forms an important and co-equal 
part, and resolve for ourselves, and teach our children, to be 
ever watchful that the blessings of political liberty, which were 
our birthright, which were taken from us, and which were 
regained by our bravery and constancy, and consecrated in 
the blood of martyrs, shall be preserved unimpaired, now and 
forever, for all of our people, present and to follow us.” 


Mr. Jonas’ oration was listened to with marked attention, 
and during the delivery he was frequently applauded. 


THE BENEDICTION. 


The ceremonies were concluded with a benediction by 
Very Rev. Father J. B. Bogaerts, vicar general, as follows: 


“O Lord God, creator of all things, dreadful and strong, 
just and merciful, who alone art the good King, who alone art 
gracious, who alone art just and almighty and eternal, who 
deliverest Israel from all evil, hear our supplication, be at- 
tentive to our prayer. To Thee we will give glory, O Lord, O 
King, and we will praise Thee, our Lord, our Savior. 


“We will give glory to Thy name, for Thou hast been a 
helper and protector to Thy people, Thou hast preserved our 
body from destruction, from the snare of an unjust tongue 
and from the lips of them that forge lies and in the sight of 
them that stood by, Thou hast been our helper and Thou hast 
delivered us according to the multitude of the mercy of Thy 
name, from them that did war, prepared to devour, out of the 
hands of them that sought our life and from the gates of afflic- 
tions, which compassed us about; from the oppression of the 
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flame which surrounded us and in the midst of the fire we 
were not burnt. Thou hast saved us from destruction and 
hast delivered us from the evil time. Therefore, will we give 
Thee thanks and praise Thee and bless the name of the Lord 
and invoke a blessing upon the people of Louisiana and its 
exalted rulers. 


“The Lord bless thee and keep thee, the Lord show His 
face to thee and have mercy on thee; the Lord turn His face to 
thee and give thee peace and rule thee and exalt thee forever. 
Through Christ our Lord. Amen.” 


The meeting then adjourned and the large crowd dis- 
persed. 


“The trowel used by General Glynn has been presented to 
the Louisiana Historical Society, and square to Mrs. Glynn. 


Following is the committee which has in charge the rais- 
ing of the monument: 


General W. J. Behan, chairman; Captain A. E. Morphy, 
secretary ; General John Glynn, Jr., Major B. M. Harrod, Cap- 
tain D. M. Kilpatrick, Fred G. Freret, Colonel Geo. A. Wil- 
liams, Colonel J. D. Hill, Captain P. L. Bouny, Major G. Le- 
gardeur, Major C. H. Allen, Captain D. A. S. Vaught, Major 
L. L. Lincoln, Colonel Euclid Borland, Major H. E. Huger. 
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MAJOR WILLIAM GRANT. 
1838-1919 
By Henry P. Dart. 

No record of the reconstruction period in New Orleans 
would be acceptable unless it made reference to the men and 
women who supported the Republican side in that interne- 
cine struggle. The truth of history requires that we should 
ascertain what manner of people they were who maintained 


that cause. This side of the story has never been written, but 


whenever it is done, posterity will be surprised to find there 
were many clean-lived upright people who openly or silently 
sided with the element that fastened on the State the undeni- 
able iniquity of the long rule of 1865-1877. There were many 


white men and women in this category who were native born, 


and some of these were in social standing, and intellectual 
ability, equals in every respect of their Democratic opponents. 
There were also many upright men who came to Louisiana 
with or in the wake of the Federal armies who staunchly sup- 
ported the Republican party but as to whom there was no 
breath of scandal, nor imputation of sordid motives. Indeed, 
several of these new settlers left records in civic virtue, in 
high scholarship and in public service that may be studied now 
with pleasure and instruction. 


One of these was Major William Grant, an able lawyer 


and trusted councillor, who lived here more than fifty years, 
dying in 1919, an honored and respected citizen of New Or- 
leans. He was a Republican by conviction, and when he 
changed his uniform he did not change his politics, but like 
Howe, Rice and others of his beliefs, he took no part in the 
Saturnalia which disgraced most of his associates of the same 
political faith. But there is no doubt his ability and scholar- 


ship was an element that helped the dominant party in all the 


great legal contests and tremendous law questions that were 
presented and solved in that momentous era. His methods of 
practice, his high character and his charming personality all 
went into the solution. His career is therefore one of the 


things which must be considered in estimating the difficulties 


with which the officially unrepresented white people of the 
State had to contend in the long fight from 1865 to 1877. 


The address here printed was delivered by the writer be- 


fore the Supreme Court of Louisiana in October, 1919, and 
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though the Quarterly has often been asked, it did not seem 
opportune to reproduce it until the occasion which is now 
presented. Its value lies not in any disclosures of his activity 
on the Republican side, but in the picture it presents of the 
character of one of the leading Republicans of the period to 
which this number of the Quarterly is largely dedicated. 


Major Grant was born in Petersboro, N. Y., November 11, 
1839. His father, Colquhoun Grant, and his mother, Mar- 
garet Cameron, were natives of Edinburgh, Scotland. The 
father was a graduate of Edinburgh University; a member of 
the Scotch bar and a writer to the Signet, a semi-judicial 
position memorable in literature because it was occupied by 
Sir Walter Scott for many years. Major Grant’s father and 
mother came to American shortly before his birth and after 
a brief stay in New York State, settled permanently in IIli- 
nois, where Colquhoun Grant was admitted to the bar and 
ultimately became Judge of the Grundy County Court. Both 
parents lived to see their son reach a distinguished position in 
life. 

William Grant was educated at Knox College, Galesburg, 
Illinois, under the regime of his uncle Innes Grant, one of the 
professors of the College. After reading law under his father’s 
direction, he entered the profession at the age of nineteen 
years and in 1857 practicing at Morris, Illinois, and became 
Town Counsel. He enlisted May 19, 1863, in the Ninety-First 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry and ultimately became adjutant of 
the regiment with the rank of First Lieutenant. He served in 
the Western Armies of the United States, being present among 
other campaigns at the seige of Vicksburg. He reached New 
Orleans with the Federal Army and was Judge Advocate attached 
to the staff of General N. P. Banks in New Orleans in 1863-64. 
He was also on the Rio Grande under the same general shortly 
before the end of the war and was promoted to Brevet-Major 
in 1865, but was not commissioned owing to the cessation of 
hostitities. Mustered out of the service at Mobile, Alabama, 
on July 5, 1865, he removed to and settled in New Orleans, 
where he resumed the practice of his profession. He was 
married in Louisville, Kentucky, December 30, 1868, to Anne 
Neville Bullitt of Louisville, Kentucky, daughter of William 
Bullitt and Virginia Anderson, and niece of Cuthbert Bullitt 
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of New Orleans and Louisville. Their children are all honored 
and respected citizens of Louisiana. 

Major Grant was appointed Referee ‘in isheentee at 
New Orleans under the Bankruptcy Act of 1868 and held the 
position for several years. He was United States District At- 
torney for the Eastern District of Louisiana under the Harrison 
administration from 1889 to 1892. He was also for many years 
the standing Master in Chancery of the United States Courts 
in New Orleans. In March, 1876, he formed a law partnership 
with John D. Rouse under the firm name of Rouse & Grant, 
and his son, W. B. Grant, was admitted to the firm in 1904. 
After the retirement of Mr. Rouse, the father and son continued 
together until the death of Major William Grant in New Or- 
leans, February 15, 1919. 

As we have already noted, Major Grant was a Republican 

when he came here, he held to the same allegiance during his 
entire residence in New Orleans. He never shifted or trimmed 
or pretended to the contrary, yet from the beginning of his 
career in New Orleans and until the day of his déath, he en- 
joyed a reputation for honor, integrity and straightforward 
living which differentiated him from the general run of men 
who controlled the Republican party when it was in possession 
of the government of Louisiana. In short, Major Grant en- 
joyed the respect of the community in which he lived, although 
he held strongly to the political principles of his life. 
: In the chaotic condition of affairs in‘Louisiana at the close 
of the Civil War, Major Grant’s opportunity was obvious but 
his ability was such that whatever he may have primarily 
owed to political affiliations, his position was soon fixed by 
merit, honest work and success in his cases. 

As was quite natural, he was a favorite with the Federal 
officials who held power at the time, and it may also be added 
that the Federal judges of that period leaned on his judgment 


and depended upon his presentation of a case, to such an. 


extent indeed, that one who was opposed to him had a hard 
road to travel. 

Many illustrations could be cited from the reports to 
show the variety of litigation, the skillful application of the 
principles of every branch of the law, and the tenacity and 
industry of Major Grant in the pursuit of his profession. It 
is also a remarkable tribute to his position at the bar that 
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while some of the litigation that he was thus conducting was 
unpopular in the larger sense, he was not swerved by these 
considerations but held steadfastly to his belief in his client’s 
rights and retained at the same time the respect of his adver- 
saries and of the people affected by the litigation. 


It is difficult, and perhaps it would be wearisome at this - 


time and place to attempt an examination of the most impor- 
tant cases in which Major Grant led as counsel, but some of 
them should be glanced at to show the wide range of his 
practice. Even here, however, we must skip the cases of his 
earlier period and recall only one or two of the later years 
which were contemporaneously of imperious interest. He pre- 
pared the pleadings and wrote the brief in the famous case of 
Hans vs. Louisiana, 134 U. S. 1, in which an attempt was made 
in the Federal Court to implead the State of Louisiana on an 
issue as to the validity of the ordinance of the Constitution of 
1879 remitting the interest coupons upon the Consolidated 
bonds of Louisiana falling due in January, 1880. The juris- 
diction was pitched upon the proposition said to have been 
presented for the first time, whether the judicial power of 
the United States extended to a case arising under the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States and originally brought 
against a State by one of its own citizens. The syllabus of the 
brief is a fine illustration of the ability of Major Grant to strip 
a question to its bones and to present lucidly and accurately 
a cogent argument in support of his proposition. He did not 
succeed with his contention and there is general concurrence 
in the reasoning which overthrew it, but it was a daring and 
splendid example of the method and practice of this accom- 
plished lawyer. 

In the case of the Norwegian Steamship “Albert Dunois,”’ 
177 U. S. 244, arising out of a collision in the Mississippi, he 
examined and discussed the Rules of Navigation, which at that 
time and perhaps still is one of the most complex questions in 
Admiralty. His brief is a fine specimen of his power to bring 
order out of chaos and to seize the controlling principle of the 
case. His views were sustained by the Court. In the Under- 
wood and Adler cases, his knowledge of the Criminal Law 


practice in the Federal Court and his ability before a jury re- 


sulted in the acquittal of the former and the reversal of the 
first verdict in the latter case, in which it must also be added 
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he was most ably assisted by Mr. Rosen of the New Orleans 
bar. 

| In the litigation known as the Warner cases, involving the 
liability of the City of New Orleans on the old Drainage War- 
rants, he carried the laboring oar on questions of fact and law 
‘that seemed impossible of favorable result, but he won a great 
victory and collected much money through the decisions of 
the Circuit Court, the Court of Appeals and the United States 
Supreme Court. The same may be said of the litigation over 
the Metropolitan Police Warrants, which resulted in similar 
victories. These cases had many phases, and occupied the 
Courts, State and Federal, for years, but the successful coun- 
sel held on, and labor and patience and skill finally plucked 
the victory which often seemed almost in the hands of the 
other side. 

In the New Orleans Waterworks case, he advised and it 
is said controlled, the action which by way of a Federal Re- 
ceivership took the administration of the wreck of that public 
utility out of the control of the State Courts, where its charter 
had been forfeited. In Sugar Refinery vs. Payne, 167 U. S. 
127, he was sustained on the contention that the bounty money 
collected from the United States by a sugar planter was subject 
to an equitable lien and that such lien could be enforced to 
the prejudice of the general creditors of the debtor. To ad- 
vance, argue and sustain this contention required a knowledge 
of equity practice and of Civil law, and ability to differentiate 
the theory of a lien as embodied in Louisiana jurisprudence. 
The opinion of the Chief Justice of the United States reflects © 
the light thrown by counsel on these issues. 

These slight references to some of the matters that occu- 
pied the mind of Major Grant indicate both the character of 
his business and the distinction of his position at the bar and 
the subject could be enlarged ad libitum. Yet we should not 
pass this part of his life without noting that in the period 
from the close of the Civil War to the creation of the U. 8S. 
Circuit Court of Appeals, his appearances in the Supreme Court 
of the United States exceeded that of any other member of the 
Louisiana bar, and after the new court was created, he still 
held the palm for appearances before the upper court. A 
great deal of Major Grant’s work was done, as we have shown, 
under the public eye, that is, in famous cases, civil and crim- 


¢ 
| 
| 
| 


Major William Grant 663 


inal; but a very important element of his life was one that 
did not interest the public and nevertheless was full of labor 
and results. This arose under his position as standing and 


special master in chancery for the Eastern District of Louis- 


iana. Among other litigation this brought under his super- 
vision most of the receiverships which occupied the Federal 
Courts for the Eastern District of Louisiana during a series 
of years. A list of these matters would be an index to the 
litigation of that period. It was his duty in matters of this 
character to hear the evidence, report upon the facts and to 
recommend the conclusions of fact and law for the action 
of the court. He thus had first touch with extremely impor- 
tant questions involving also delicate and intricate problems 
of legal right and Federal practice. His thorough equipment 
for this task, his fair and impartial conduct of his office, 
were never questioned. His decision commanded the respect 
of the parties and the confidence and support of the judges. 

In appearance, Major Grant had the carriage and step 
of a soldier. He stood erect, moved quickly and quietly, and 
when long past the age which brings with it a tendency to 
relaxation of muscles and slower step and movement, he still 
retained the elasticity of his youthful days. It was evidently 
inherently a part of him and not an acquired habit. He had 
a soft, low voice, very pleasing and soothing, and had a great 
sense of humor, the quiet, easy appreciation of the owner of 
a keen eye and quick thought. He was not loquacious, yet his 
conversation was always interesting, and to those who were 
intimate with him he was almost what would be called a 
“talker.” He had unlimited patience and great equipoise. 
It is doubtful whether any of his friends or opponents ever 
saw him ruffled, impatient, troubled or out of temper. To 
practice law with or against him was a lesson in good manners 
and in right habits. But with all of his quiet, easy way, he 
was the most dangerous opponent that one could possibly go 
against. In the care and attention to his cases, he seemed to 
be sleepless, and he was far more dangerous when he seemed 
most quiet and unperturbed. He could raise his voice above 
the ordinary conversational tone, but there are few of us who 
can remember him doing so. He presented his oral arguments 
in an even-pitched tone and slow delivery. At times it seemed 
he was hesitating for the word to express his thought, but 
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that was not true in fact. It was simply a habit of his speech 
and the nature of his mind. 

He was one of the few lawyers at this bar who knew the 
reports of the Supreme Court of the United States as a good 
student should know his Civil Code. Those who have been 
closely associated with him can testify that he apparently 
knew every case that had been decided in that great tribunal, 
and he would often say that a liberal education was at the 
command of any lawyer who would study the reports of that 
court, for sooner or later, every question great or small would 
be found discussed and determined in the pages of its opinions. 
In the handicraft of the profession, the art of pleading in the 
Federal Courts, he was past-master, and this applies to all the 
branches of that practice, whether the question involved in- 
ternal revenue, bankruptcy, admiralty, equity, or the trial at 
common law or the defense of a misdemeanor, or an indict- 
ment of a grand jury. He could prepare his charges for the 
jury and his bills of exception and his resume of the facts in 
equity with a craft that no opponent could afford to disre- 
gard; and as he pleaded, so he practiced. 

His gentle, unobtrusive demeanor in the court room did 
not preclude the idea that he was not awake, vigilant and 
watchful. Accustomed by long years of practice in that juris- 
diction to rely upon memory, he had mastered the art of 
grasping and retaining the pertinent or substantial part of 
a deposition and of never losing sight of the point on which 
his case was in his own mind already or ultimately to be, 
pitched. And as in pleading and practice, so in briefing. 
He wasted little time on elaboration and exposition. His mind 
grasped the issue clearly and his statement pushed the printed 
line right up to the point at issue. He was in all aspects a 
very thorough practitioner, and yet his mind was eminently 
judicial. It might be said that it was ambidextrous, so to 
speak. On one side lay the skill, capacity, ability, force and 
character of an active, ardent partisan—the practicing law- 
yer; on the other, the ability to differentiate the facts and to 
weigh both sides and to render judgment; and it may be 
added, to render judgments which were not often overthrown 
on appeal to his presiding judge. 

Major Grant was apparently always in vigorous health 
and he believed that it was due to an early decision to en- 
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deavor always to do twelve months’ work in eleven, leaving the 
odd month and sometimes more, for rest and recuperation, and 
those days when he would close his desk and leave his office 
were usually days of divorce from his practice and absence 
from everything that tended in that direction. He was fond 
of reading but had no fads in that line, and indeed it may be 
said that his reading usually was along lines useful in his 
profession. He was temperate, but not to the point of pro- 
hibition. He thought a little alcohol carefully administered 
was a help to the human machine but he did not allow it to 
go beyond that point. He was fond of tobacco and one going 
on a journey with him would soon discover.that he smoked a 
light cigar and smoked it often, and it may be added that it 
never seemed to affect him in any shape or form. He made 
few close friendships and yet he had many warm and attached 
friends. 


It may be assumed from the foregoing that Major Grant 
belonged to that tribe in the profession which is familiarly 
called the “Federal Lawyer.” It is true the greater part of 
his life was spent in those courts, but he has written many 
arguments and rendered many opinions which show a knowl- 
edge of the Civil law equal to his proficiency in the other 
branches. In the great litigation over the Lone Star and Cres- 
cent Oil leases, which occupied the United States Circuit Court 
in New Orleans for many years during the first decade of this 
century, he had occasion to present a brief on that illusive 
thing, the potestative condition, which was a splendid contri- 
bution to the law on that subject, and which showed a thor- 
ough knowledge of the principles underlying the Civil law. 
And this was not particularly acquired in that case, for it 
is a fact that one of the first things he did on settling in New 
Orleans was to acquire a working knowledge of the language 
of France, and assiduously thereafter he studied the Civil law 
unostentatiously but with the thoroughness he applied to all 
his tasks. 

He lived to be nearly eighty-one years old, and retained 
the faculties and his physical energy almost to the last. About. 
two years before he died, it was noticeable that his mind did 
not sustain its old vigorous grip on dates and details as well 
as theretofore, but in no other aspect was it affected by his. 
age, and in his last illness, thought and speech were with him 
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almost to the very end. While he had been sonfewhat en- 
feebled in his last year of life, it did not at any time interfere 
with his daily routine visits to his office. 

Major Grant’s career was a unique example of the cos- 
mopolitan life of Louisiana. He came here in 1863 as a mem- 
ber of the fighting forces of the United States. He had as- 
sisted in defeating the cause of the South on the battlefield. 
He associated for many years at that period with those who 
had helped in this performance or who had followed up the 
invader. He held public office under Republican administra- 
tions. He made no secret of his political sentiment. He was 
never a Democrat, and it may safely be said, he was never in 
harmony with any of the leading principles and policies of 
that party, and yet he acquired and retained the respect, good 
will, and we may add without fear of contradiction, the affec- 
tion of the people of New Orleans to an extent that might be 
controverted if it were not so easily proved. In the long years 
of his practice at this bar, he earned large fees, and was as- 
sociated as counsel in great cases with the leaders of the bar born 
in and defenders of the South, but at no time was a thought 
given by them to the difference in origin, the political asso- 
ciations or the current opinions of their colleague. He had 
become assimilated with us and the State and its people had 
become even as his own country. He could not have acquired 
nor retained this position had it not been builded on innate 
strength of character, integrity of soul and love of honor. 
These all men declare were the guiding principles of his life. 
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THE LOUISIANA HISTORICAL SOCIETY FIFTY 
YEARS AGO. 
By Cecile Willink. 


Our interesting old Archives are not entirely comprised 
of French and Spanish documents of venerable age. If one 
has any of Pandora’s propensity, a brief exploration will likely 
bring forth unexpected and more youthful material. This was 
demonstrated recently when we were browsing among the 
records at the Cabildo and discovered two letters from the pen 
of George A. Pike, an esteemed member of the Society, long 
since gone to his reward. These letters throw a gleam of 
light on the Society as it existed more than four decades ago. 

The first is dated December 12th, 1877, and is addressed 
to George W. Cable. From its contents we may surmise that 
the Society of that day had other “obstacles” than arranging 
programs, presenting papers, issuing notices, and such tasks 
as engross our present regime. The simple necessity of light 
was their primary difficulty. If they could successfully ar- 
range to have the gas “turned on,” doubtless there would 
be a meeting: otherwise—no light, no meeting. 


“30 Camp St., N. O. 
December 1, 1877. 
My dear Sir: 

I saw Strong this A. M. and he says he will confer 
about matter of Gas, with State Librarian, and report 
to me in a day or two. 

I think no other obstacle intervening—that we may 
manage to have a meeting next week. Will report to 
you as soon as Strong reports to 

Respectfully Yr. obt. servt, 
GEORGE A. PIKE. 
To G. W. Cable, Esq. 

City.” 


The date of this letter is significant. On April 30, 1877, 
the Society had resumed its activity, after its long sleep during 
the seventeen sad years of war and reconstruction. The Legis- 
lature on that date gave it a new charter and transferred its 

domicile from Baton Rouge to New Orleans.’ 


1President Alcee Fortier’s address at annual meeting of the Society in 1893. 
Publications Louisiana Historical Society, Vol. I, p. 12, 1895. 
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However, the uncertainty of light was not its only vicissi- 
tude, as we see in Mr. Pike’s next letter, written after a lapse 
of eleven years, to Judge W. W. Howe, then President of the 
Society; the organization had all but expired. He laments 
that history had been the hobby of a chosen few, but the 
majority had preferred the “dreams of money bags’’; but re- 
membering the era, no one may cast a stone at the majority, 
for what does history avail when the pocket is empty and the 
hearth-fire out? The writer is reminiscent and recounts the 
early misfortunes of the Society in the memorable war days 
when many of its precious records were sacrificed by the in- 
vading armies. The writer is at Baton Rouge, La., where the 
incidents occurred. It is better here to drop the narrative 
and let the old member talk. 


BATON ROUGE, LA., May 28, 1888. 
My DEAR SIR: 


The move to revivify the Hist. Society is good, and it 
does not surprise me to see you among the resurrectionists. 
My Dear old friend the Judge ;? yourself and one or two others 
did the best we knew how to keep it alive but there are few 
in N. O. or elsewhere in the State,—who can—even for a time 
be diverted from stocks, and dreams of money bags, to give 
time to such things. I look back with pleasure to the time, 
when you threw open your doors for a meeting, and thereat 
treated us royally. Our old friend the Professor was there and 
others who made history and wiped it all out by dying. The 
Judge is mistaken about his having been the first President. 
The late H. W. Allen preceded him. In his day we had rooms 
in the state capitol, handsomely fitted and had accumulated 
much that was valuable. In December, 1862, the building was 
destroyed by fire—not however until a vandal soldiery had 
gone in and broken up such of our things as they could not 
sack off. What was saved from the wreck happened to be in 
the state library. The old colonial records of which Mr. Gay- 
arre speaks were saved in this way and with library books 
sent to New Orleans. , 

When I came back here, and went to farming (shall 
write a book about it and send copy) I applied to Gov. Mc- 
Enery for a room and he assigned one adjacent to State Supts. 


“Probably Judge Charles Gayarre. 
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office, in the third story of the State House. I have been call- 
ing myself Secty. ever since; have received and answered all 
correspondence about distinguished citizens of the early time; 
have answered respectfully all applications for “our proceed- 
ings’; besides getting free through the Mails Patent Office 
Reports, Agricultural Bureau Statistics, and other reports Parts 
3, 4, & 5, all very interesting matter after you have read 
them. The people here take no more interest in history than 
in your city. Is this consoling? At one time I thought the 
state library might come back again but after looking at 
Braughn’s bill to give it away; lost all hope. 

I would resign Secretaryship but that, I take it is need- 
less, since you have elected a new one. However I don’t want 
to be put out entirely. Suppose you keep my name on the 
list, and let me serve the Society as its capital correspondent? 

I send you copy of old seal. Will send seal, if you will say 
“Where.” The seal is appropriate—was devised by a fellow 
of the name of Hyams. The sublime is spiced with the ridicu- 
lous, in what is intended for an Indian, pointing to sun-down. 

| Sincerely Yr. friend, _ 

GEORGE A. PIKE. 


To 

Hon. W. W. Howe 

President La. Hist. Society, 
N. O. La. 


Attached to this letter is the following interesting list, 


““MEMBERS OF HISTORICAL SOCIETY. 


“Chas. Gayarre, Prest., F. T. Nicholls, L. A. Wiltz, R. M. 
Lusher, E. T. Merrick, Napoleon Ave. cor Prytania; W. W. 
Howe, 394 Carondelet St.; Geo. W. Gable, 190 Common; H. 
B. Magruder, Camp St. over N. O. Nat.; Wm. Walker, Pica- 
yune office; F. L. Richardson, Camp St. over N. O. Nat.; Jos. 
A. Quintero, Picayune office; Alex. Dimitry, 119 Constance St. ; 
J. D. Bruns, 147 St. Charles St.; Mrs. L. E. McDonald, St. 
Library; Carleton Hunt, 11 St. Ann St.; Dr. Joseph Jones, 
495 St. Charles; Genl. John L. Lewis, 527 Chartres St.; Judge 
Alex. Walker, 13 St. Charles St.; R. B. Mathews, 222 Coliseum 
St.; James M. Walpole, 196 Camp; Judge Wm. M. Burrell; 
Paul Bouligney, 56 Carondelet St.; John S. Dimitry, State 
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House; O. DeBouchel, Elected Jan. 3/78. Notified. Milton A. | 
Dunn, Honorary, Jan. 3/77. Montgomery Par. Grant, notified 
Feb., 1882; Chas. E. Whitney, Democrat office.” 


The first thirteen names above listed were among the 
incorporators under Act 108 of 1877. Mr. George A. Pike’s 
name, omitted from his list, should also be included among the 
reorganizers, who with B. J. Sage of New Orleans; William 
B. Egan, N. C. Blanchard and F. J. Alcocke, of the Parish of 
Caddo; D. C. Montan and J. M. Williams, of the Parish of 
East Baton Rouge, complete the list of reorganizers of 1877.* 


How slowly the little band grew! The tiny society of 
twenty members, so ambitiously organized in 1877, had only 
grown to twenty-seven members in 1888. However, the zeal 
and faithfulness of these early preservers of our State’s heri- 
tage are evidenced by the continuance of their names on the 
membership rol! of 1888. This perseverance is the spirit and 
life of the Society. 

The iirst president of the Society was Judge Henry A. 
Bullard, elected in 1836. The celebrated jurist and historian, 
Francois Xavier Martin, was made president in the reorganiza- 
tion of 1846. Charles Gayarre assumed the burden in the re- 
organization of 1860, which office he held for twenty-eight 
years. He was succeeded by Judge W. W. Howe in 1888, who 
filled the presidential chair until 1894.* 

The Society, in its early days, had been a body of in- 
termittent activity, flourishing bravely for a time, then the 
light would go out, but there was always a spark in the ashes. 
Today it would seem it is as permanent and its future as well 
assured as any of the essential institutions of the State. : 

The temptation to recall the extensive library of the 
Society in 1888 is too great to resist, so we quote below Mr. 
Pike’s list affixed to his letter of that date. 

A scant array in comparison with the valuable docu- 
ments, records and relics which now fill the Society’s rooms. 
Surely we may well be proud of our progress; the “little mus- 
tard seed” has indeed grown into a sturdy tree. Nor shall we 
end our story without a paeon over our mouthpiece — the 


*La. Hist. Society Publications, Vol. III, Part 3, p. 3, October, 1905. 

*Data from the address of President Alcee Fortier, at annual meeting of the 
Society in 1893. Publications La. Hist. Society, Vol. I., p. 11, 1895. But Mr. Pike’s 
Jetter suggests that Gov. Henry W. Allen was President before Gayarre. . 
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Quarterly. Its volumes entertain us now, but what a treasure 
house they will be for the future writers and historians of the 
State! 


LIBRARY OF THE SOCIETY IN 1888. 

“Minnesota Hist. Society. Account of Celebration of the 200th 
Anniversary of the discovery of the Falls of St. Anthony 
by Louis Hennepin. 

Min. Hist. Society. Full set of Annual Reports of its trans- 
actions. 

From R. A. Brock of Richmond, Va., Am. Historical Sketch of 
that City. 

La. State University at Baton Rouge—the official Register of 
same for 1878, 79 & 80. 

From Department of Interior, Washington, D. C. 

A full set of Journals of Senate and House of Reps. of U. S. 
for 2nd & 3d sessions of 45th & 46 Sessions of Congress. 

From S. B. Griswold, State Librarian, N. Y. The Centennial 
Celebrations of the State of New York—1 Vol. handsome- 
ly illustrated. | 

From the Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D. C. 

Transactions and Annual Reports of the Board of Regents for 
1865, ’67, °70, °78, °75 & ’78. 

From George A. Pike New Orleans: Smithsonian Reports for 
1854, ’56, 59, 62, 67, 68, 69 & 76.” 
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MISSISSIPPI VALLEY BEGINNINGS.* 


Mr. Chambers’ book is eminently readable. This fact 
does not detract from the book’s value to the serious student 
of American history because, although it is not intended to be 
a scientific study of causes and effects, it does present vividly 
and definitely the beginnings of innumerable things that have 
helped to make the America of today. There is, moreover, a 
restful exclusion of footnotes and an interesting inclusion of 
anecdote and gossip, that do much toward making Mississippi 
Valley Beginnings a book to read comfortably rather than to 
study critically. That this effect is intentional, we see in the 
Foreword which explains the plan of the book. The author 
says frankly that his aim is to give “broad brush strokes of 
an impressionist”’ because he realizes that only in that way can 
so large a subject “be projected on the canvas of a single 
volume.”” This limitation disarms the critic who may be in- 
clined to dissent upon certain topics, as for instance, the Wil- 
kinson incident, where he seems to run counter to the final 
judgment of history and it is moreover true that others have 
treated the wars and skirmishes, the problems, the races, the 
social and political aspects of the early explorations and set- 
tlements of the great central valley, and of necessity such 
studies limit the perspective of the reader. 

Mr. Chambers’ book sets in motion a pleasing panorama 
which as it rolls on before us, is explained by one who knows 
its every detail, and which, too, is made astonishingly real not 
only by the citation of proved historical facts but also by bits 
of folklore, by personal descriptions, by tradition and legend. 
There is, furthermore, a literary quality throughout the entire 
volume that gives a grace of style to the most matter of fact 
statement. For example: “The Trans-Alleghany pioneer at 
first enacted a John Alden role. He came, not to speak for the 
distinctive civilization that was potentially within himself, but 
as the rugged representative of one still held by leading strings 
to another and older one across the sea. . . But the West 
with its untrammeled freedom and largeness greeted him 
promptly with the Priscilla-query of old. He soon spoke for 
himself. . .” All through the book there are literary allu- 
sions that seem inevitable because of their appropriateness; 
there are easy turns of phrase; there are bits of ironic humor. 


*Henry E. Chambers, Putnam, New York, 1922. 
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A scholarly trait that Mr. Chambers possesses in complete- 
ness, is the habit of noting beginnings, whether of roads or. of 
human enterprises. In the second chapter, for instance, he 
traces the establishment of permanent lines of communications 
from their earliest appearance as cattle-runs; in the third 
chapter, he writes of DeSoto in Spain before that hero organ- 
ized the expedition which led unintentionally to the discovery 
of the Mississippi River; in the sixth chapter, Mr. Chambers 
shows us the working of the Compagnie des Indes, as directed 
by John Law, a man whose “big business methods,” says the 
author, “were two centuries before his time.” 


For the New Orleans reader, there is much that is of 
special interest, much that is flavored with the gossip of dec- 
ades, even centuries. The battle of New Orleans is vividly 
told; the ineffective rule of Ulloa is pictured, and the terribly 
effective domination of O’Reilly is given in detail. We read 
of the delightfully dramatic plan to rescue Napoleon and es- 
tablish him at the corner of St. Louis and Chartres Streets, of 
the German colony that became more creole than the creoles 
themselves, of the clothes and the food and the customs of 
other times. 


Great historical events or movements are given as much 
space as the elaborate plan of the book permits. If there 
seems at times a somewhat inadequate treatment of some 
great national problems, such as slavery or the restless dis- 
content of the midwest pioneers, it is because the comprehen- 
sive sweep of Mr. Chambers’ project forbids more than an 
outline of such topics as have already been treated by many 
specialists in historical periods or personalities. What the 
author desires is to present a whole: to give an impression of 
the immensity of geographical variances, the range of widely 
differing. men and ideals, the sweep of exaggerated differences 
in custom and speech, and all those other matters of great and 
little consequence which went to the forming of that section 
of the United States which we call the Mississippi Valley. 


CAROLINE RICHARDSON. 
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EDITOR’S CHAIR 
HENRY P. DART. 


THE CALENDAR OF Mrs. Surrey has rendered a substan- 
wit gi as ae tial service to the cause of colonial history 
LOUISIANA. through her paper in this issue on the 
History of the Calendar of Documents in 


the Archives of Paris relating to the Mississippi Valley. 


The author’s familiarity with those documents was exhibited 
in her well-known Commerce of Louisiana during the French 
Regime, published in 1916, so sympathetically reviewed by Miss 
Grace King in the Quarterly for January, 1922. The paper on 
the Calendar indicates that if Mrs. Surrey has not been one 
of the workers in its confection, she has certainly been close to 
the operation during its most critical period. 


The Calendar of Documents is a guide to all the papers of 
the French colonial period of Louisiana now existing in innu- 
merable repositories in Paris. It is the consummation of years 
of patient research prosecuted in the interest of the history of 
the Valley and when published it will open to every student an 
easy road to a vast collection of papers touching all phases of 
life here during that period. 


It will be peculiarly interesting to New Orleans because a 
large portion of the calendared papers originated here and they 
are quick with the reactions of that era. It will also develop an 
interest in our large manuscript collections at the Cabildo. This 
index will enable us to turn quickly to copies of the originals 
which have from time to time been accumulated in our archives, 
though never calendared, digested or indexed. Under the spur 
of the Calendar the Quarterly expects to see a revival of interest 
in this home collection, which was in other days the sole resort of 
our local students, sadly handicapped, however, in the use of this 
invaluable material. 


Gayarre says his French history of Louisiana had its gen- 
esis in the first local collection of these documents made in the 
early part of last century by Mr. Magne, a scholarly journalist 
of New Orleans. Under the title Notes et Documents, this 
collection still survives in our custody at the Cabildo. Gayarre 
printed the text of many of them, and his Histoire de la Louisiane 
is prized by all students not only for the texts from Magne’s col- 
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lection but for nearly two hundred documents collated by Gayarre 
from the originals. These and others will no doubt be noted in 
the Calendar. But the great value of the latter will be appre- 
tciated when we consider that though Magne and Gayarre pre- 
served hundreds, the Calendar describes thousands which are 
scattered in various places in France and which for that reason 
could not have been known to our local benefactors. 


Mrs. Surrey’s book on Commerce in Louisiana opened a new 
window for us and was in itself an incentive to further investi- 
gation. The Calendar, on the other hand, is an introduction to 
the whole subject of our early history and not only invites but 
compels the reinvestigation of the French Era in all its varied 
aspects. 

While waiting impatiently for the printing of the Calendar 
we would be lacking in manners did we not take advantage of 
this occasion to extend our gratitude to the men and women who 
began the work which has now become the Calendar of Docu- 
ments and in doing this we must write high on the roll the names 
of Waldo G. Leland and J. Franklin Jameson of Washington, D. 
C., whose industry and ability centered upon this opportunity to 
make the whole world debtor to them for this monumental work 
on the History of the Mississippi Valley. 
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RECORDS OF THE SUPERIOR COUNCIL OF LOUISIANA. 
XXIV. 


(Continued from July, 1924.) 


SUPPLEMENTAL INDEX NO. I. 
1718 to 1734 
By Mrs. HELOISE HULSE CRUZAT 


(Editorial Note by Archive Department.) 


The last printed installment of this Index carried the 
work through the year 1739. See Louisiana Historical Quar- 
terly, July, 1924, pp. 334-364. From the publicity of the work 
and the condition of the archives it was to be expected that 
some of the gaps in our file would be eventually filled. In this 
we have not been disappointed. During the last three years 
there has been a steady infiltration of lost records received 
from various sources. We feel now that we have recovered all 
that we may reasonably hope to obtain before the conclusion 
of our work. 

We know that many private and some public collections 
contain parts of our archives, which disappeared during the 
evil days after the Civil War when our archives were neglected 
and all but forgotten. , It may be that some of the present pos- 
sessors may ultimately be moved to restore to the State what 
is unquestionably her own. Until that happy day we may con- 
sider the present Index when finished to be a complete listing of 
all our French judicial records. 

‘The documents received by us came of course too late for 
insertion in their proper place in this Index. Inasmuch as we 
expect to recover no more, we have concluded to suspend the 
publication of the Index for 1740 and succeeding years, in 
order to give place to this supplemental index of the restored 
records extending from 1718 to 1738 of which the first install- 
ment is here presented. 


HENRY P. DART. 


Dec. 22, 1718. Nuncupative Will of Marie Grissot, first mid- 
~ (7331) wife of the Colony, in favor of her nephew, 
414 pp. Andre Penigaud. Signed by Marie Grissot, 

witnessed by Alexandre Huvé, E. Millet, Be- 
nard, Raguet, Notary, and Graniche. Water 
stained but legible. 


Jan. 16,1722. Excerpt from Registers of Superior Council of 
1 p. Louisiana. Sentence for theft committed by 
Jacon Keha in the King’s Store, on December 
30, 1721. Jacob Keha was convicted and sen- 
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tenced to be keel-hauled. Verdict rendered in 
Council Chamber at Biloxy, January 16, 1722, 
signed: de Bienville, Duvergier,... Diron, 
Masclary, Raguet. This is a collated copy 
from Records of Office of Ancient Adminis- 
tration, by Morisset at the head of said office. 
Approved by D’auseville. Document going to 
pieces. 


Feb. 24,1722. Testimony of Sieur Denaud, second pilot of the 


1 p. 


March 30. 


“Saint André,” concerning thefts committed 
on board the said ship, which he notified to 
the Captain, Mr. de Conars, and one Borbe, 
quartermaster. Collated copy dated July 31, 
1730; certified by Morisset at head of Office 
of the Ancient Administration. Signed: 
Thoré, Lazon and D’auseville. 


Acknowledgment of Payment of 330 livres in 


notes by L’Abbe Darqueraux, due on a small 
negro sold to Mr. Duvergier. Receipt fur- 
nished in absence of Mr. de St. Martin “who 
will give discharge.”’ Signed by Masclary. 
Collated copy dated October 8, 1727. Only 
upper outline of Duvergier signature visible. 


Proces Verbal of Report by Mr. de Boispinel, 


that certain iron ware and axes found buried 
near posts of Mr. St. Martin’s house which 
Michel Zeringue, a carpenter, was demolish- 
ing, were evidently stolen from Mr. de Val- 
deterre. The store being full, many articles 
were left in the old Fort, which accounts for 
the numerous thefts in the stores of the Com- 
pany. Original document said to have been 
signed by Boispinel and “Michel Seringue.”’ 
This collated copy, dated July 31, 1730, signed 
by Morisset, in charge of the Office of “An- 
cient Administration,” and D’auseville. Muti- 
lated and stained. 


Proces Verbal of Report of Sr. Louis Tixerant of 


damages to the Store of the Company by storm 
as well as to the boats in the harbor. Decla- 
ration made in presence of Mr. de Louboye, 
Commandant of the Post; Renaud d’Hauterive, 
Lamarque, Captain of Troops; Jarry (Juche- 
reau) de St. Denis; Huves du Terpuy, de 
Bonnes, La Salle, Delaperriere. Collated copy 
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dated July 31, 1730, signed by Morisset as 
head of the Office of the Ancient Administra- 
tion. Countersigned by D’auseville. (Muti- 
lated, stained and going to pieces.) (See Sep- 
tember 29, below.) 


Sept. 13, 1722. Conviction and Sentence of Flogging and Incar- 

(6) ceration, during six years of a free negro, La- 

1 p. roze, for theft committed in the Company’s 
stores. Original signed by Bienville, de 
Lorme, Masclary, de Louboye, and Diron at 
Fort Louis, Biloxy. Collated copy dated July 
31, 1730, signed by Morisset and D’auseville. 


Sept. 29. Report Filed in Registry by Sr. Louis Tixerant, 
(7) Guardian of the Company’s Store at Biloxy, on 
2 pp. damages to said store and to shipping by the 


storm of September 12. He declares that the 
merchandise withdrawn from wrecked store 
has been placed in shanties covered with straw, 
exposed to the weather and to thieves and that 
there still remains a part of it under the wreck- 
age of the store, for all of which he disclaims 
further responsibility and requests that this be 
certified in order to avoid said responsibility. 
Signed by Tixerant and Raguet. Collated copy 
dated July 31, 1730, signed by Morisset and 
D’auseville. (Mutilated and stained.) 

(8) Declaration of Sr. Louis Tixerant, Guardian 
of the Store of the Company of the Indies, be- 
fore Notary Royal of the Superior Council, 
concerning theft committed in said store. Wit- 
nesses: Mr. Regnaut, Captain Simars de Bel- 
isle,... Morant, St. Martin, Estienne,... and 
Lapointe, resident of “‘Pasca Goula’’; de la 
Goublaye, Notary and Clerk of Council. Cer- 
tified by Morisset July 31, 1730; approved by 
D’ausenville. Going to pieces. . 


October 24, 1722. Report of Sr. Louis Tix- 
. erant to Superior Council, as Guardian of the 
Company’s Store at Biloxy, complaining that 
stakes were pulled out to afford entrance to 


one of the shanties where merchandise was 
stored; merchandise in great disorder, but it : 
is impossible to ascertain how much was sto- “ 


len. Request that Attorney General of the 
King be informed of these facts and that there 
is no longer any guard or sentinel thereon, and 
he has so notified Mr. Lelorme, Director and 
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Intendant of the said Company, which com- 
plaint and protest was certified. Signed by 
Kaguet and Tixerant. Certified by Morisset 
on July 31, 1730. Badly stained and in 
shreds. 

Another Declaration by Sr. Louis Tixerant 
made before the Notary of the Council and the 
Directors of the Company concerning theft in 
the Company’s store after the storm of Sep- 
tember 12, more details. of loss, and alarm 
given by Sr. Navarre. Collated copy dated 
July 31, 1730. Signed by Morisset. Document 
so badly mutilated that it is impossible to re- 
construct it. 


Nov. 13, 1722. Petition to ‘“‘The Commandants and General Di- 


(13886) 


(13886) 


rectors” of the Province of Louisiana, by Thier- 
ry, officer, for concession of a lot fronting on 
Dumaine Street in New Orleans. Signed: 
Thierry. 

Grant by Council of Lot No. 97, on condi- 
tion it has not been granted to any other and 
of fencing it in and clearing it of stumps to 
the middle of the street. Signed by Leblond, 
delatour and Delorme. 

(Note—The grant by Council bears date of 
November 12 and the petition that of Novem- 
ber 13, 1722.) 

November 17, 1722. Transfer of Lot No. 97 
to M. Bigot, who in turn cedes to Thierry a 
lot adjoining Mr. Dalcour’s land. 


Mar. 14, 1723. Sale of Lot No. 48 by Sr. Du Coder to Sieurs 


(10331) 
Listed 434. 
Fol. 8. 


(10332) 


(10337) 


Gaulas and Pasquier, Swiss officers, for sum 
of 1848 livres, on which amount 550 livres 
were paid cash and the remainder to be paid 
to Agent of Sr. Du Coder after fulfilment of 
mm agreed on. Signed: Rossard, No- 
ary. 

September 24, 1724. Transfer of Lot No. 48 
to Sieur Pasquier by Sieur Gaulas and act of 
sale of Sr. Du Coder turned over to Sr. Pas- 
quier. Signed by Droy (clerk), and Jean 
Baptiste Massy, witnesses, and Rossard, No- 


tary. 

February 25, 1725. Sale of Lot No. 48, by 
Sr. Jean Francois Pasquier to Mr. Bruslé, 
First Councillor in the Superior Council, for 
the sum of 1000 livres, which Sr. Pasquier ac- 
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knowledges having received in cash from Sr. 
Bruslé. Sale passed in presence of Charles 
Droy, Clerk of Council, and signed by Bruslé, 
Pasquier, and Rossard, Notary. 


- April 7, 1724. Sale of Two Lots by Sieur Brusle, Councillor in 


Listed 434. 


(10335) 


Dec. 18. 
(10342) 


Listed 434. 


(Seal) 


Superior Council, to Sr. Francois Duval, Aud- 
itor of Accounts, residing in New Orleans, for 
sum of 4000 livres; said lots acquired Novem- 
ber 29, 1723, from Succession of Sr. Henry Le 
Blanc, deceased, who was the Guardian of the 
Company’s Store. These lots granted to Le 
Blanc June 19, 1721. Adjudication of same 
made to Sr. Bruslé for sum of 4000 livres. This 
last sale made in presence of Sr. Bernoudy, 
Clerk of Council, and of Jean Dimbly, called 
Beaulieu, and Rossard, Notary. 


Renunciation by Cecile Le Blanc of the estate of 


her father, Henry Le Blanc, with consent of 
her curator, Mr. Pierre Ceard. Signed by Ce- 
cille Le Blanc, Ceard, Perine Le Marié, and 
Rossard, Clerk of Council. 

Certificate to Rossard’s signature by Sal- 
mon and Le Bretton. Well preserved seal of 
Salmon’s coat of arms. 


Jan. 18, 1725. Acknowledgment of Indebtedness by Crespin for 


Slip. 


the sum of 200 livres, signed by Brantan, 
which said sum said Brantan borrowed for his 
marriage expenses and promised to pay in 
August, 1723. In default of payment Cres- 
pin will have a right to return of his house. 
Signed by Lianne, Le Bihont, wife of Fontaine; 
+ Mark of Pierre Brosset, witness ; Cheval, 
witness; Brantan. 

August 20, 1725. Petition to Superior Coun- 
cil by Crespin for order to Sr. Fontaine and 
his wife to return to petitioner the house he 
sold them, without further formalities, as costs 
of proceedings will eat up all profit which 
might accrue to him. Signed: Crespin. 

August 20. Order to file above petition in 
registry of Superior Council. Signed: Dela- 
chaise. Stained, with ragged edges. 

August 20. Report of Procureur General 


of the King to the Superior Council that one 


Fontaine and his wife have left for parts un- 
known; an inventory of their house has re- 
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vealed that it is almost empty, wherefore the - 
Procureur consents that it be sold at auction to 
highest bidder, in order to pay debt of said 
parties to the Company of the Indies, praying 
order be issued for posting and publication ac- 
cording to ordinance. Signed by Fleuriau. 


Jan. 22,1725. Petition to Superior Council by one I’Aigle that 

1 p. statement be made of money and effects 
seized following petition of Mr. Chaperon and 
that said statement be deposited with Mr. 
Rossard, Clerk of the Council. Signed: Cavot 
for said l’aigle. Stained. 


April 20. _—sS—Petition to Superior Council by J-B Raguet, for 
citation of Le Bouché to compel him to pay 
debt. Order of citation signed by Bruslé. 
April 21. Notice served on Le Bouché by Sher- 
iff La Moriniere. 


- July 28. Letter to Perault by Directors of the Company of 

(Duplicate) the Indies, demanding a statement of effects 
sent to the Concession of Mr. Law in the name 
of the Company of the Indies and use made of 
remittance for payment of employees, labor- 
ers and foreign families for their support and 
establishment. Orders sent to Mr. Delachaise 
to that end and to the Council have as yet re- 
ceived no attention; request for full account 
and vouchers necessary to justify entries. 
Signed by Raudot, L’Abbé Raguet, Despre- 
menil, S. Mouchard, Fromget, Le Cordier, P. 
Saintard. Stained; repaired in 1924. 


Aug. 20. Petition to Superior Council by Jean Baptiste 

1 p. Massy, for citation of Mr. Delaire for recovery 
of debt. Notice of citation with copy of above 
petition served on said Delaire by Sheriff La 
Moriniere. Notice served by Sr. Delaire by 
order of Sr. Rossard to appear before Council. 
at its next session. Signed: La Moriniere. 


Aug. 22. Petition to Superior Council by Pierre Brou,. 
1 p. called Touranjo, at present residing at the. 
Colapissas, for justice in the case of La Liber- 

té, who rented his pirogue to carry lumber for 

- the Company. In the meanwhile Brou rented 

a pirogue from one Cheval and La Liberté now 

pretends to return Brou’s pirogue before ex- 
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Jan. 7, 1726. 


Slip. 


July 15. 


July 17. 
No. 330. 


Oct. 23. 
Slip. 
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piration of time agreed on, thus subjecting 
said Brou to loss and expense if La Liberte is 
not compelled to carry out the agreement in 
full. (No signature.) Order to above par- 
ties, to appear before the Council at its next 
session. Signed: J. Perry. 

(Note—Subsequent documents show that 
La Liberté was Bertrand Jaffre.) 


Petition to Superior Council by Jean Baptiste 
Provanché for citation of Sr. Durivage for re- 
covery of debt. Order -for citation signed by 
Fleuriau. 


Return by Sheriff Vincent on notices served on 
Antoine Patin, called du Celhaire; on his 
wife, Galparde Monci; on Claude Chariard, a 
laborer; on Simon Pinconniere, Jacques An- 
toine Borues, upon the petition of Sr. Du Buis- 
son, Guardian of Store and Treasurer of Con- 
cession of Mr. Paris Duvernay; and on that of 
the Procureur General of the King. Signed: 
Vincent. (In bad condition.) 


Petition to Superior Council by Antoinette Fisem- 
bert, wife of Penigault, for recovery of debt 
due to her by Sr. Sarrazin. Signed: La Peni- 
—_ Order of citation issued by D’Ause- 
ville. 


Judgments Rendered in Cases of Guesnon, Massy 
and de St. Martin. Signed by Perier, Dela- 
chaise, Bruslé, Prat and D’auseville. (Blotted 


and torn.) 


Acknowledgment by Vienne of indebtedness to 
one Lavigne to the amount of 130 livres, which 
he promises to pay in August, 1727, in Illi- 
nois. Signed: Vien and J. Le Boullenger, 
witness. 


April 2, 1727. Order to Raise Seals from trunks and effects 


(8220) 
(2028) 


1 


owned by Sr. de Verteuil, former Director of 
Du Bouisson Concession. Inventory will be 
made and effects belonging to the Concession 
duly turned over to Sieur Arnaud Bonnaud 
who holds procuration of Sr. Trenaunay de 
Chanfret, present Director. Signed: “By the 
Council.” Rossard. (In very bad condition.) 
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> Nov. 10, 1727. Declaration Before Notary Royal by Arnaud 
(26606) Bonnaud, former Guardian of the Store of the 


Company of the Indies, that he has sold and 
transferred to Mr. Claude de Mouchel de Vil- 
ainville, with consent of Mr. de Noyan, who 
holds procuration of Mr. de Bienville, a lot 
measuring six arpents frontage on the Mis- 
» sissippi by forty arpents in depth, on which 
| the buyer is to pay six livres rent annually for | 
each arpent to Sr. de Noyan, which will 
amount to 36 livres and twelve capons besides 
the sum of 499 livres to the vendor for clear- 
ing and buildings. Signed: Rossard. (Torn 
and upper right corner missing.) 
> (26608) Petition to Superior Council by said Arnaud Bon- 
: naud, former store-keeper, for permission to 
transfer and sell said lot which he acquired 
from M. de Bienville about three years previ- 
ously and which he is now unable to cultivate. | 
Signed: Bonnaud. (November 10, 1727.) | 
Permit for sale signed by Périer, Delachaise, | 
Bruslé, D’auseville and Murrin. (Same date.) | 


Jan. 3, 1728. Interrogation of Claude Babaz, before Council- 
lor Bruslé. Store-keeper, called in to com- 
plete number of judges on this case before 
prosecuting said Babaz criminally on demand 
of Procureur General of the King. Signed by 
C. Babaz, D’Auseville, Prat, Sr. Duval and 
Pellerin. 

7 > No. 280. January 3, 1728. Interrogation of Monseg- 
na, signed by Bruslé, Prat, Monsegna, Pellerin, 
Sr. Duval. (In bad condition.) 
No. 282. January 5, 1728. Re-examination of Mon- 
 gegna, called Depy, and Babaz. Signed by 
Bruslé, Helenne Bunel, Rossard, Gaulas. 
No. 283. January 5, 1728. Confrontation of Babaz 
and Depy, signed by Helenne Bunel, Babaz, 
Bruslé, Rossard. (Stained and torn.) 

No. 284. Confrontation of Babaz and Depy, signed 
by Helenne Bunel, Monsegna, Bruslé, Rossard 
and P. Gaulas. 


Jan. 10. Marriage Contract between Antoine Bouchanne, | 
> (9228) son of Jacques Bouchanne and Anne Richard, 
(2242) both deceased, and Jeanne Cheval, resident 
7 pp. at German Coast. Signed by Jeanne Cheval, 
Cheval, L. Castan, F. Galhot, Songy, Lenor- 
mand, and Henry, Notary. 
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(9324) 


Jan. 24, 1728. 
No. 285. 


Jan. 31. 
No. 286. 


p. 


Feb. 6. 


Feb. 14. 
No. 287. 


Feb. 28. 
No. 288. 


1 p. 


March 6. 
No. 289. 


March 13. 
No. 290. 
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February 1, 1728. Demand of Procureur 
General that above contract be read at next 
session of the Council and filed in Registry. 
Signed: Fleuriau. 


Decisions Rendered by Council in following 
cases: Lecas vs. Cartelou; Goulard vs. de 
Merveilleux; Duplessis vs. Kolly. Signed by 
Perier, Delachaise, Bruslé, Prat, and D’ause- 
ville, raporteur. (Stained and ragged.) 


Decisions in Cases of Aigle vs. Regnier; Brunel 
vs. Mandeville. Signed by Perier, Delachaise, 
D’auseville and Prat (all in paraphs). (Torn 
with ragged edges.) 


Petition to Superior Council by Pierre Schinith, 
a German, for citation of one Dupuy, called 
Goupillon, for recovery of debt. Action al- 
lowed. Signed: Perier. Notice served on said 
Dupuy by Sheriff Dargaray. (Badly stained.) 


| Decisions Rendered in Cases of Duplessis Georges 


vs. Kolly; Brunel vs. Mandeville. Signed by 
Périer and Prat. 


Decisions of Council in following cases: Rossard 
vs. Sr. de Manadé; Morisset vs. Quidor; D’ause- 
ville vs. Cusson; Bonnaud vs.. de Manadé 


Signed by Perier, Delachaise and Prat (par- 


aphs). (In very bad condition.) 


Decisions in Following Cases: Arnaud Bonnaud 
vs. Kolly; Joseph Larchevesque vs. Jean Cor- 
bin Masson; Rossard vs. Masson. — 


Signed by Perier, Bruslé, Delachaise. Doc- 
ument so worn and torn that signatures are 
barely visible. 


Decisions in Following Cases: Trenaunay de 
Chanfret vs. M. de Verteuil; in favor of Tre- 
naunay. Louise Jousset. de la Loire vs. Pierre 
de Manadé, for separation of property and an- 
nulment of community. Marguerite Savard 
vs. Sr. Rasteau ... adjourned. 


Signed by Perier, Delachaise, Bruslé, D’ause- 
ville and Prat in paraphs. (In bad condition.) 
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March 20, 1728Declaration by Pierre de Manade consenting to 
No. 2983. separation of community property between 
(See 297) himself and his wife, Louise Jousset de la 

Loire. Signed: P. de Manadé, Rossard, Clerk. 


March 20. Decisions in Cases of Dupont vs. St. Jullien and 

No. 292. others ; Sr. Droy vs. Langlois, Gounot vs. Kolly, 
Jean Lasserre vs. Duplessy. 

Signed by Perier, Delachaise and Prat, in. 


paraphs. 
April 10. Decisions in cases of Etienne vs. Lasalle; mnen 
No. 294. vs. Raguet; Duval vs. Rossard. 


Signed by Perier, Delachaise and Prat, in 
paraphs and initials. 


April 12. Procuration Granted to Sieur Nicholas Henry by 
No. 295. Sieur Trenaunay de Chanfret, Director of Du 
Buisson Concession. Passed in the presence of 
Bernard Dargaray, crier of the Council. 
Signed by Trenaunay Chanfret, Droy, Ros- 
sard, Notary, and Dargaray. 


April 17. Decisions in Cases of Du Buisson vs. de Verteuil ; 
No. 393. Nicholas Henry vs. de Verteuil; de Laigle vs. 
Babaz; Pierre Louis La Coste vs. Sr. Leger; 
La Coste vs. Brunet; Rossard vs. Alar Dugas. 
Signed by Perier, Delachaise, and Prat, in 
paraphs and initials. (Torn and stained.) 


April 24. Judgment in Case of De Verteuil vs. Nicholas. 
No. 296. Henry. Signed by Perier, Delachaise and Prat. 
in paraphs. (Stained and ragged.) 


April 27. Declaration by Louise Jousset de la Loire, wife 
No. 297. of Pierre de Manadé, that she desists from 
suit for separation from bed and board, but 
persists in that of separation of community 
property between herself and said Manadé. 
Signed: Louise de la Loire. Rossard, Clerk. 


May 22. Judgments Rendered in Following Cases: Louise 

No. 298. La Loire vs. Pierre Manadé, her husband; Sr. 
Rossard vs. Sr. Bimont. Signed Prr, Del, par- 
aph of Bruslé, Prat and D. (paraph). (Stained 
and torn.) : 
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May 22,1728. Interrogation of Jean Meslin, called Lorangé, 


No. 299. 


No. 300. 


No. 301. 


No. 302. 


No. 321. 


May 29. 
No. 303. 


May 31. 
No. 304. 


May 31. 
No. 305. 


No. 306. 


No. 307. 


known under name of Bourguignon, accused of 
stabbing. Signed by Bruslé and Rossard, 
Clerk. 

May 24, 1728. Inquiry against Meslin, sur- 
named Bourguignon, for stabbing one Dinant. 
Signed by Bruslé. 

May 29, 1728. Interrogation of Meslin, 
alias Loranger, known as Bourguignon. Signed 
by Perier (Prr); Delachaise (Del); paraphs 
of Bruslé and D’Auseville. 

May 29, 1728. Sentence Passed on Meslin, 
called Bourguignon, to be whipped at the cross- 
ings and to pay costs. Signed by paraphs and 
initials of Perier, Delachaise, Bruslé, D’Ause- 
ville and Prat. See this reported in La. Hist. 
Qtly., vol. 3, No. 3, p. 284. 


Judgment in Suit of Chessier vs. Jacques Jefe. 


Signed by paraphs, Bruslé and D’Auseville. 

Judgment in case of Pasent vs. Hamelin; 
Rozier vs. Jacques Esabe. Unfinished record. 
Document in pieces. 


Inquiry Made Against Placet and Others on re- 


quest of Sr. Perrault. Sr. Claude Herpin rep- 
resenting Sr. Perault; testimony mostly on 
pelts deposited and number of packages that 
changed hands. Testimony given before Coun- 
cillor Bruslé and Rossard, clerk of Council. 
Names of some witnesses: Jean Baptiste Le 
Feve, Messager, Hamelin, Catherine, Lemoing, 
Auvant, Rambos, Belquet, F. Renaudiere, de 
Villard, Cariton. Document so badly charred 
it is crumbling to pieces. 


Official Inquiry into a Plot to Desert to the 


English. Interrogation of Bontemps, aged 
about 18 years, who said that he spent the 
money he should have remitted to buy brandy. 


Signed by Rossard, Clerk of Council. Docu- 


ment badly stained, with ragged edges. 

May 31. Interrogation of Guillory, runaway 
slave, aged about 15 years, who accompanied 
Bontemps, Sr. Pellerin’s Indian slave. Signed: 
Rossard. 


June 1. Interrogation of Sr. Langlois, wit- 


' ness in proceedings concerning plot to go over 


to English. Signed: Langlois. 
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No. 308. June 2. Interrogation of Baron de Hom- 
bourg, aged 36 years, Commander in Swiss 
Company of Mr. de Merveilleux. Signed: Le 
Baron de Hombourg; Bruslé, Rossard. 

No. 309. June 2. Interrogation of Jeanne Coroy, 
wife of one Vincent, aged 27 years, sent to 
Louisiana “by force’’ in 1720. Signed by Bruslé 
and Rossard, Clerk of Council. 

No. 310. June 2. Interrogation of Jacques Mermil- 
liau, aged 28, soldier of the Swiss Company, 
now in the French troops. He testified that he 
intended to go beyond the Choctaws to the 
English. Signed by Bruslé and Rossard, 
Clerks. 

No. 311. June 2. Interrogation of Claude Babaz, 
aged 36, a native of Savoy, a sergeant in the 
troops, who testified that he intended to go to 
the Choctaws and from there over to the Eng- 
lish. Signed: Babaz, Bruslé, Rossard, Clerk. 

No. 312. June 2. Interrogation of Baptiste, an In- 
dian slave of the Capuchin Fathers, a native 
of Natchez, aged fifteen years. Signed by 
Bruslé and Rossard, Clerk. 

No. 313. June 2. Interrogation of Bonaventure Fran- 
cois Langlois, aged twenty-eight, a native of 
Paris, who came to this Colony of his own will, 
in the ship “Les deux Freres,” in 1719, who 
declared that he had not plotted with Babaz 
to leave the Colony. Signed by Langloix, 

7 Bruslé and Rossard, Clerk. 

No. 314. June 3. Interrogation of Denis Kelly, aged 
twenty-eight, a tailor who came from Carolina 
with the intention of returning to France. He 
acknowledged having gone to Pensacola, from 
which place he was sent back here; that he 
did not wish to return to Carolina and had 
been promised the means to reach Cuba. 
Signed by D. Kelly, Bruslé, and Rossard, Clerk. 

No. 315. June 3. Interrogation of Guillaume Bonn, 
an Englishman, aged thirty, engaged in Ire- 
land for the Concession of Mr. Cantillon, who 
denies that he had the intention of leaving the 

| Colony. Signed: Bruslé, Rossard, Clerk. 

No. 316. June 3. Interrogation of Jacques Francois: 
Jacquet, native of Switzerland, serving in the 
Company of Mr. de Merveilleux, who came to 
this Colony in 1726 in the Mutine. He testified 
that he had not tried to desert from Biloxy 
but had procured the pirogue to go fishing. 
Signed: Jacquet, Bruslé, Rossard, Clerk. 
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No. 318. 


No. 319. 


No. 320. 


No. 322: 


No. 3238. 
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June 3. Interrogation of Jacques Talmont St. 
Vincent, aged forty years, former sheriff of 
Superior Council at New Orleans, who denies 
ever having joined in any plot or tried to leave 
the Colony, but, being without employment 
and crippled, he tried to obtain permit and 
passage to France. Signed: Vincent, Bruslé, 
Rossard, Clerk. 

June 4. Inquiry made against Langlois and 
others. Signed by Bruslé, Rossard, Clerk. 

Demand of Procureur General that Langlois 
be re-examined and confronted with Vincent, 
his wife, and with Baron d’Hombourg. Dated 
June 5th, and signed: Fleuriau. 

June 7. Interrogation of Langlois, brought 
to Registry by four fusileers and a sergeant of 
the Guard. He testified that his name was 
Bonaventure Francois Langlois, aged twenty- 
eight years, a native of Paris, that the Vincent 
woman tried to make him join in the plot. 
Signed by Langlois and Bruslé. 

June 7. Inquiry against Guillory. Testi- 
mony of Sieur Francois Trudeau, of Sr. Pel- 
lerin. Signed by Trudeau, Droy, Pellerin, 
Bruslé, and Rossard, Clerk. 

June 14. Interrogation of Bontemps, an In- 
dian slave aged about eighteen or twenty 
years. Signed: Perier, Delachaise; paraphs of 
Bruslé and D’Auseville. 

June 14. Judgment rendered against Lang- 
lois, Guillory and Bontemps and sentence 
passed. Signed: Perier, Delachaise, Bruslé, 
D’auseville, Fr. Duval. 


July 10,1728. Decisions of Council in Following Cases: Sr. 


No. 329. 


July 21. 
No. 331. 


Alexandre, surgeon, vs. Sr. Kolli. Sr. Bruslé 
recused himself on this case. Judgment in fa- 
vor of Sr. Alexandre. Sr. Ojilaire vs. Sr. Qui- 
dor. Council annuls the note of 150 livres. Sr. 
Lemoine vs. Aubuchon. Case adjourned until 
following Saturday. Sr. Romant vs. Sr. Tren- 
aunay Chanfret. Record unfinished. Signed 


-Perier, Del., Bruslé, P., De. 


Judgment Rendered in Case of Roussin and His 


Wife. Council confirms freedom granted by 
Cazeneuve to the two negroes mentioned on 
condition of their serving Roussin and his wife 
as servants during two years. Signed: Perier, 
Delachaise, Bruslé, D’Auseville. 
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July 24,1728. Decisions of Council in Cases of Malon vs. De- 


No. 332. 


J uly 31. 


No. 333. 


Aug. 7. 


No. 334. 


Aug. 9. 


Aug. 14. 
No. 338. 


Aug. 21. 
No. 339. 


Aug. 28. 
No. 340. 


lage. Orders that Bourbaut be cited; costs re- 
served. Sr. Claude Trenaunay de Chanfret 
vs. Sr. Du Buisson. (Torn.) Sr. Trenaunay vs. 
Sr. de Verteuil. Orders that Sr. Trenaunay 
pay the sum of 3518 livres, 6 s. 7 d. to Sr. de 
Verteuil. 


Session of Council of July 31, 1728, at which 
were present MM. Perier, Commandant Gen- 
eral; de la Chaise, Bruslé, Prat and D’ause- 
ville, Councillors. 

Sr. Senet vs. Sr. Bourbault. Orders defend- 
ant to pay plaintiff the sum of 2210 livres, 
half of it to be paid in three months and the 
other half six months later with costs. 


Decisions of Council in Following Cases: Gilbert 
vs. Kolly ... ; Sr. Antoine Joye de la Goub- 
laye vs. Sr. Coupart; Dame Louise Jousset de 
la Loire vs. P. de Manadé; costs reserved, fixes 
pension at 500 livres. 


Inquiry Made on Request of Sr. De La Goublaye. 
Testimony of Jacques Larcheveque, Antoine 
Le Veuf, .. . Eiquerzier, Marie Driand, Renee 
Bordelon, etc. Signed by witnesses and by 
Prat and Rossard, Clerk. 


Decisions of Council in Cases of De La Goubaye 
vs. Coupart. Sr. Jean Baptiste Faucon Duma- 
noir vs. Srs. de Mandeville and Kolly; Sr. 
Francois Du Buisson vs. Sr. Demouy; Between 
Gambie and Duboy vs. Sr. Kolly. Signed: 
Perier, Del., paraph of Bruslé, P., paraph of 
D’Auseville. 


Decisions of Council in Cases of Sr. Dumanoir 
for the Company of the Indies vs. Srs. de 
Mandeville and Kolly ... (piece missing). 
Decision reads that Sr. Rossard must pay bill 
of exchange... Between Sr. de Manadé and 
Madame de Manadé. Adjourned until next 
session. 


Decisions of Council in Cases of Louise Jousset 
de la Loire vs. Pierre de Manadé, her hus- 
band. Council adjourns case until next session. 
Signed: Perier, Del., paraph of Bruslé, P. for 
Prat, and paraph of D’auseville. 
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Sept. 18, 1728. Decisions of Superior Council in Cases of Dela- 


No. 345. 


Sept. 25. 
No. 344. 


Oct. 9. 
No. 345. 


Oct. 23. 


No. 346. . 


chaise. Sr. Aufrere and Sr. Pierre Aubuchon. 
In favor of Sr. Antoine Aufrere; costs on Au- 
buchon. 

Signed: Perier, Del., paraph of Bruslé, P. 
for Prat, and paraph of D’Auseville. 


Decisions of Council in Following Cases: Be- 


tween Francois Bercher and Rossard, Attorney 
of Vacant Estates. Order of reimbursement. 
by said succession. D’Auseville vs. Rossard. 
Reserved. Signed: Perier, Del., paraph Bruslé, 
P., D’auseville. 


Judgment Rendered between Dudeau and De- 


mandeville. Signed: Prr., Del., paraph of 
Bruslé, D’ausv'!e, 


Judgment of Superior Council in Following 


Cases: De Merveilleux vs. Le Quen. In favor 
of De Merveilleux; costs reserved. A’auseville 
vs. Combaut, case adjourned. De Mondreloy 
vs. de Manadé, case adjourned. Signed: Prr., 
ae paraph of Bruslé, P. paraph of D’ause- 
ville. 


Judgments Rendered in Cases of Sr. Coustilhas 


vs. Jean Georges ...; Sr. Darby vs. Srs. Malo, 
Mondreloy and others .. .; Sr. Mandeville vs. 
Sr. Lene, in favor of Mandeville; Sr. D’ause- 
ville vs. Bourbault, Bourbault to pay costs; Sr. 


de Membrede vs. Sr. Grondel... 


Signed : Perier, Delachaise, Bruslé, D’auseville. 


Decisions in Cases of Adrien Tellier vs. Kolly ; 


costs reserved. Raymond Amyault d’Auseville 
vs. Jaffre, alias La Liberté; submitted to arbi- 
tration before Sr. Trudeau. Arbitrator’s de- 
cision homologated and costs reserved. 

Sr. de Mondreloy vs. Sr. de Manadé; Sr. 
Manadé to pay sum of 309 livres, 4 s. to plain- 
tiff, on note of Oct. 8, 1725, and to pay costs. 

Signed by Perier, Delachaise, paraph of 
D’auseville, Pelerin and Bruslé. 


Judgment Rendered in Case of Sr. Francois Du- 
val vs. Sr. Kolly; in favor of Sr. Duval acting 
in the name of the Company, obligating Sr. 
Kolly to pay sums due to the Company and 
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costs besides. Between Sr. Louis Langlois and 
Sr. Aubuchon; plaintiff’s demand thrown out 
of court. Signed: Prr., Del., Bru. . ., Dau’. 


Dec. 19,1728. Judgments Rendered in Cases of Bonnaud vs. 


No. 353. 


Dec. 24. 
No. 354. 


Dec. —. 


No. 855. 


Kelly; against Kolly, who must pay plaintiff 
sum of 1800 livres and costs of court. Si. 
Charles de Morand vs. one Coupart; in favor 
of de Morand and costs on Coupart after said 
payment. Between Sr. Rossard, Attorney of 
Yacant Estates, vs. Sr. Tesson (Partly torn). 
Sr. Rossard, Attorney of Vacant Estates, vs. Sr. 
Beredieux; adjourned. 

Signed: Prr., Del., paraphs of Bruslé and 
D’auseville and P. for Prat. (In very bad con- 
dition. ) 


Induction of Sr. Baron in Superior Council on 


demand of Fleuriau, Procureur General, on 
presentation of his commission dated July 12, 
1727, after usual formalities and customary 
oath of office. Signed: Perier, Delachaise, 
Bruslé, Prat, D’auseville. Document mutilated 
and margins badly torn. 


Judgment in Case of Des Longrais vs. Roussin; 


adjourned. Signed: Prr., Del., paraph of 
Bruslé, P. for Prat. 


Memorial Concerning the Affair of Blanpin and 


de Chavannes. This is an interesting unfin- 
ished, undated document found in Spanish 
boxes, but evidently of this period, covering 
almost five pages. It ends in a petition by de 
Chavannes for peaceable possession of the 
land he cleared and on which he built a negro 
cabin, basing his claim on Mr. de Perier’s 
promise “‘that he and the Council would leave 
the inhabitants in peaceable possession of the 
land they had cleared.’ Mr. Broutin in 
survey the previous year of all the lands to the 
Chapitoulas, marked Mr. de Chavannes’ 12 
arpents, and three for Mr. Chaney, finding 
four remaining between Chaney and Belair, 
which were destined to Nicolas Adam, called 
Blondin. De Chavannes protests against Blan- 
pin’s encroachment and threats and appeals 
to the Council for redress. 
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In the course of his petition Mr. Chavannes 
says that after Blanpin had usurped the tract 
he endeavored for eight days to get the ear 
of Governor Perier but the latter still “‘had , 
pressing business on hand,” so the petitioner . 
made a memorandum of his complaints and 
asked Mr. de Mondreloie to present it to the 
Governor, but having no reply “and hearing 
that Mr. de Perier had no time to examine the 
affair he now writes to the gentlemen of the 
Council requesting that Blanpin may be made 
to answer of his usurpation of the land of his ' 
neighbor.”’ 


May 4, 1730. Petition to Superior Council by Andre Krisman 
for citation of Mr. Prat, tutor of de la Chaise 
minor heirs, to compel him to pay to petitioner 
200 livres due on a horse purchased by de- 
ceased, Mr. de la Chaise. . 

May 4. Citation of Sr. Prat on order of Sr. ) 
D’auseville. 

July 22. Petition to Superior Council by Sr. . be 
Louis Prat to convene a meeting of relatives | 
and friends of de la Chaise to decide on course 
to be followed concerning the plantation leased 
by deceased Sr. de la Chaise to the German, 
Rixner, for the space of three years for culti- 
— lease being about to expire. Signed: 

rat. 

July 22. Order to assemble relatives and 
friends before Councillor Bruslé. Signed: 


Bruslé. 
Mar. 16, 1731. Act of Partnership between Sr. Perier de Salvert 
(8157) and Charles Petit de Livilliers and his wife, 


Dame Louise de Malbec, who'‘have agreed to 
work for five years a plantation above Cannes 
Bruslées and to bear equally expenses, profits 
and losses; the plantation, buildings, slaves, etc., 
having been fully appraised by Sr. Massy, a 
concessioner. Signed: Perier de Salvert, a. 
ise Malbec de Livilliers, Petit de Livillers, 
Dargaray, Rossard, Notary. 


April 8, 1734. Power of Attorney granted to 7 
Sr. Francois Fleuriau by Sr. Antoine Alexis ¢ ; 
de Perier de Salvert, of Quimper, to receive 
from Sieur and Dame Petit de Livilliers share 
accruing to him in plantation above Cannes 
Bruslées. Signed by Perier de Salvert, Brunet, 
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Notary Royal, Cornilleau, Notary Royal. 

February 5, 1737. Acknowledgment before 
notary by Sr. Francois Fleuriau, acting for Sr. 
Perier de Salvert, of receipt of 5000 livres from 
Sr. Petit de Livilliers and his wife, Dame Lou- 
ise de Malbec. (Last page missing.) 


June 6. Letter without address, signed Place, appar- 
ently sending will of deceased Sr. Dutisné and 
statement made by him before his death, all 
of which remained in Kaskaskia. Writer asks 
Mr. Fleuriau to have him discharged from 
present place, as his business calls him else- 
where, and Mr. de St. Ange will not permit 
him to go down the river, which causes him 
some prejudice. 


May (?), 1732.Protest of Sr. Morisset in suit instituted vs. Sr. 


(10831) Machin, who promises to pay as soon as he is 
1% pp. able to do so. Notice served by Dargaray. 

June —. Transfer of Land by Sr. Jacques de la Chaise, 
(5729) residing in New Orleans, to Sr. Jean Catisler 
1 p. de Chavannes, also of New Orleans. The land 


measures four arpents frontage on the Mis- 
sissippi by ordinary depth and is situated be- 
tween that of Sr. de Chavannes and Sr. Blon- 
din. This is not a sale but an exchange of 
land between said de Chavannes and Dela- 
chaise who both sign with Henry, Dargaray 
and Rossard as Notary. Document charred 


and torn. 
Aug. 24, 1733. Acknowledgment of Indebtedness to the amount 
(23536) of 6185 livres to Sieur Jean Baptiste Hervieux, 


merchant of Montreal, by Albert and Francois 

Beaune, trappers, who are about to leave for 

the country of the “‘Vautavan.”’ They declare 

that this sum was furnished by said Hervieux 

for merchandise for their equipment, and they 
: promise to pay said sum before the month of 
August, 1734, or sooner if they have returned, 

and for security of said payment they hypothe- 

cate all their goods and particularly what they 

may bring back from said voyage. They also 

acknowledge having received from Hervieux 

286 pounds of pelts, which are included in 

above; these presents being executed in the 

house of Ferron, where said brothers reside. 
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Witnesses, creditor and notary signed, the 
Beaune brothers declaring that they could not 
sign nor write. A true copy of original in 
hands of Jean Baptiste Hervieux; certified by P 
Raimbault and countersigned by Lieutenant 
General C. Voitier, Clerk of Council. Act . 
— before Notary Royal of Montreal, Can- 
ada. ‘ 


Jan. 3, 1734. Nuncupative Will of Guillaume Duchemin, In- ; 
(4997) firmarian of the King’s Hospital. Signed by Lh 
(1544) Damiens, Jean de f... (torn) Bourbon and 

| Rossard. (In bad condition.) 


- Jan. 3. Petition to Superior Council by Jean Baptiste 
(4998) Mousbard for execution of will of Guillaume 
Duchemin, and that effects, furniture and 
clothes owned by said Duchemin be turned P | 
over to him without costs, to be employed to 


best advantage of his son, Jean Baptiste Mous- > 
bard, aged about four years, who is sole lega- | 
tee of said Duchemin. Am. 


January 27. To be submitted to Attorney of 
Vacant Estates. Signed: Salmon. | 


Notice of citation served on Sr. Jean Bap- 
tiste Raguet, Attorney of Vacant Estates, by 


Sheriff Dargaray. 
Jan. 30. Sale of Negroes, Negress and Negro Children by “Wy 
(5041) Mr. de Mondreloie, holding procuration of P 
(1566) ' Madame La Marquise de Mezieres, to Sieur ’ 

Gerard Pellerin, for the sum of 8000 livres, 

which sum Sr. Pellerin agrees to pay in full 

within five years. Signed by De Mondreloy, . 

Pellerin, J-B Faucon Dumanoir, Henry, Ra- . 

guet, Rossard, Notary, and Dargaray. (Worm- | & 

eaten.) » 
(5043) Procuration of Lady Eleanore d’Oglethorpe, 7 


widow of High and Mighty Lord, Messire Eu- 
gene de Betizy, Knight and Lord Marquis de 


Mezieres, residing at Paris, Vaugiraud Street, a , 

to Sr. Mondreloy to pay all debts and collect j 

payment due her, in her name. f } 
(5045) Procuration aforesaid of the Marquise de 


Mezieres filed in Registry, on April 27, 1734. > 

Signed by De Mondrelois, Henry, Rossard, No- 
tary, and Dargaray. (Mutilated and large i 
portion eaten away.) ‘ 
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Feb. 1,1734. Sale of Lots situated on Bourbon Street by Guil- 


(5002) laume Bousqueval called Sans Facon, to Durcy. 
(1546) June 1, 1734. Acknowledgment by Bous- 
queval of having received 1300 livres in pay- . 


ment of above sale. Signed: Henry, Hugault, 
Rossard, other signature torn away. 


Feb. 6. Petition to Superior Council by Joseph Blanpin 
(5005) for permit to sell house and three lots to pay 
for farm he holds from Senet. Permit to sell 
after customary publications and usual for- 
malities. Signed: Salmon. 
Certificate of having posted sale and com- 
plied with other formalities, signed by Dar- 
garay. 
February 8. Notice of sale of Blanpin’s 
house and lot. Signed by Dargaray. 


; Feb. 9. Sale of Indian Slave. M. de Mondrelois, acting 
3 (5006) for Madame la Marquise de Mezieres, who is 
(1547) about to leave for France, has sold and trans- 


ferred to Jacques Paillat, resident of Pointe 
Coupée, an Indian slave of Mme. de Mezieres, 
named Jacob. Signed: De Mondreloie, Henry, 
J Paillat, Dargaray, Rossard, Notary. Docu- 
ment 


Feb. 15. Citation to Sieur Lange, representing Sr. de Per- 
(5020) ier, captain of a frigate, to compel payment of 
(1555) a note due by said Perier to Marie Vatel, 


Widow Coupart, now in France, who has ap- 
pealed to the Seneschal’s Court of La Rochelle 
. and obtained a judgment against said de Per- 
ier. Sr. Lange declares that the debt was paid 
to deceased Coupart by Sr. de Perier. Signed: 


‘ Lange (holding procuration of Mr. de Perier). 
(5026) Notice served on Sr. Lange of order of Coun- 
v cil granting him privilege of time for payment 


of notes to said Marie Vatel, Widow Coupart, 
following judgment in her favor on date of 
August 21. Signed: Henry, Rossard, Notary. 


| Dargaray. 
, (5027) Letter dated September 29, 1733, from Roy- 
euc. All the upper part of this letter is com- 
, pletely eaten away. Reference to costs to Mr. 


Coupart and his wife; request to return by 

same boat that carries this letter full report of 

g citation of Sieur Lange; condition of said 
Widow Coupart deserving of pity; she is ill 
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and unable to exert herself... text and sig- 
nature missing. ... package to be addressed 
to Mr. Vicorlue, merchant of La Rochelle. 
Sends by Mr. Bellisle six livres for costs; if 

: insufficient ask Mr. de Ubad to supply re- 
mainder; it will be a charity and a great serv- 
ice rendered. 


Feb. 18, 1734. Certified Copy of Notes under private seal for 

(5007) payment of lot at Bayou St. John, ceded by 

(1548) Jean Brunet, so-called Bourbonnois, to Louis 
Turpin and certificate of sale made by Jean 
Olivier to Louis Turpin of a lot owned by him, 
adjacent to that of Jean Brunet, fully paid for 
at Kaskaskias in 1731. Signed by Olivier and 
Bellecou. Jerome, Clerk of Registry, certifies 
the copies of the originals which are in the 
Illinois Registry and Dartaguette certifies that 
Jerome is clerk and notary. Two last certifi- 
cates dated February 18, 1734. Document 
worn and worm-eaten. 


Feb. 23. Articles of Partnership agreed on between Sieurs 
(5014) Mathieu, Mayeux, Voisin, St. Martin and oth- 
(1551) ers. Signed by P. Voisin, Henry, St. Martin, 


Dargaray, Rossard, Notary, Chenié. So badly 
worm-eaten as to annihilate the greater part 


of it. 
March 5. Receipt to Gerard Pellerin, General Guardian of 
(5024) : the stores at New Orleans, by Sr. Mondreloie, 
(1554) for payment of 1134 livres, as rent for negroes 


hired to him by Madame (la Marquise’ de 
Mezieres). Signed: De Mondreloy, Henry, 
Rossard, Notary, Dargaray. «Large part of 
document so badly damaged as to be illegible. 


March 9. Agreement Between Intendant Salmon, acting 
(5019) for the King, and Sr. Le Brun, resident of 
(1552) Natchitoches, for work to be done at said Post 


according to plans and estimate of Sr. Broutin, 
Engineer of the King, price stipulated to be 
paid to said Le Brun by Marine Treasurer on 
certificate of Sieur de St. Denis, Commandant 
at that Post. Signed: Salmon. Bizoton. 


March 9. Intendant Salmon, with consent of M. Bizoton, 
(7961) promises to pay to Mr. Juchereau de St. Denis 
(2005) all expenses he may incur for fencing in of a 


certain area. Signed by St. Denis, Genne, Sal- 
mon, Rossard, Bizoton, Dargaray. 
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March 10, 1734Sale of Lot situated on .. . Street by Widow La 


(5022) 


March 18. 


(5032) 
(1558) 


March 19. 


(5033) | 
(1559) 


March 20. 
(5035) 
(1561) 


March 20. 


(5034) 
(1560) 


Sonde to the Chevalier de Louboey, Lieutenant 
of the King at New Orleans, for the sum of 850 
livres, paid cash. Signed: Henry, Chvr. de 
Louboey, Dargaray, and Rossard, Notary. 


Acknowledgment by Sr. Vatable, of the ship the 


“Ste. Anne,” owned by Sr. Bourgine of La Ro- 
chelle, of having received from Sr. Louis Phili- 
dor, called St. Hilaire, the full amount due 
for his passage and that of his family to San 
Domingo. St. Hilaire and his family having 
remained at the Balize and Sr. Valable being 
unable to reimburse what had been paid, Sr. 
Valable obligates himself to pay or cause to be 
paid to Sr. Rasteau the sum of-930 livres, with 
deduction of what was paid at the....on the 
“Ste. Anne,” furnishing security for said pay- 
ment. Signed by Vatable, Henry, Rossard, 
Notary, Dargaray. 


Acknowledgment by Sr. Francois Damaron and 


his wife, Francoise Trepagnier, of their in- 
debtedness to Sr. Jacques Prevost, Captain of 
the ship the “St. Paul,” owned by Mr. Rasteau 
of La Rochelle, for his passage and that of 
his family and servants from this Colony to 
the Cape, Coast of San Domingo, which he 
obligates himself to pay to Sr. Prevost on their 
arrival at San Domingo, furnishing mortgage 
security for said payment. Signed by Damaron, 
Trepagnie, Henry, Rossard, Notary, Dargaray. 


Deposit of Vouchers of Account between Jacques 


Prevost and Monsieur Tixerant; Receipt for 
merchandise signed by Tixerant and invoice of 
goods. 

Request by Sr. Jacques Prevost, Captain of 
the “St. Paul,” to file in Registry a bill against 
Sr. Tixerant amounting to 1183 livres. Signed 
by Henry, Rossard, Notary, and Dargaray. 


Procuration Granted by Sr. Francois Antoine 


Damaron to Sieur Lassus de Marsilly and in 
his absence to Sr. Ignace Trepagnier to see to 
his business, pay and collect in his name dur- 
ing his absence in San Domingo. Signed: Dam- 
aron, Henry, Dargaray and Rossard, Notary. 
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March 27, 1734Order to Regulate Order of Payment to Credi- 

(5238) tors of succession of deceased Francois Du- 

(1648) buisson, and protests against division of said 
succession to privileged creditors, list of pro- 
tests in detail and discharge in full of Sr. 
Prevost, Attorney of Vacant Estates, on this 
succession. Signed by Raguet. 


March 21. Acknowledgment by Sr. Pagnard of his indebted- 
(5037) 3 ness to Sr. Jacques Prevost, Captain of the “‘St. 
(1562) Paul,” to the amount of 200 livres, for his pas- 
sage to San Domingo, promising to pay said 
amount to owners of said ship in France, on 
his arrival at the Cape, coast of San Domingo. 
Signed by Pagnard, Henry, Dargaray and Ros- 
-sard, Notary. (Worm-eaten.) 


March 24. Sale of Property of deceased Sr. de Vilainville, 

(26604) adjudication to Sr. D’Hauterive of said plan- 
tation, on the river, measuring twelve arpents 
frontage by ordinary depth for sum of 400 
livres, which he shall pay cash with costs. 
Signed: By the Council. Rossard, Clerk. 

(26605) June 7, 1745. Six arpents ceded to Mr. 
Barbin by Mr. Broutin. 


March 26. Agreement between Sr. D’Hauterive, Captain of 

(5038) a Marine Company in New Orleans, and Sr. 

(1563) , Laurent Chenerly de Vitry for amicable set- 
tlement of their difference; all prosecution to 
be stayed and release of seizure granted to Sr. 
Vitry with full consent of Sr. D’Hauterive. 
Signed by d’hautrive, Laurent Chenerly, Hu- 
gault, Henry, and Rossard, Notary. 


March 30. Receipt Tendered to Gerard Pelerin, General 

(5040) Guardian of the King’s stores, by Sr. Pierre 

(1565) Pineau, carpenter, for two negroes, property 
of the Company of the Indies, named Bavaclon 
and Tournebroche, following order of Inten- 
dant Salmon, for the sum of 1800 livres, which | 
he promises to pay to the Treasurer in two 
years, furnishing mortgage security for same. 
Signed: Henry, Dargaray, Rossard, Notary. 
(In bad condition.) 
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> April 8, 1734. Sale of Negro Slaves. Sr. Pierre de Manadé, 
(5099) acting for his wife, Louise Jousset de la Loire, 
| (1599) separated in property, whose procuration he 
’ holds, has sold and delivered to Mr. Morisset 
a negro, a negress, Piece d’Inde, named Bap- 
> tiste, and his wife, assuring him that they are 
free from all debts and mortgages, for the sum 
> of 1300 livres, which said Morisset paid cash. 
Signed by P. de Manadé, Henry, Morisset, Hu- 

gault and Rossard, Notary. 


April 15. Procuration Granted by Sr. Jacques Roquigny 


a (5046) to Dame Marguerite Bignon, widow of Sr. 
(1567) Jacques Roquigny, his deceased father, and re- 
> vocation of procuration he previously granted 


to Dame Laony at Dieppe in 1719, and request 

for settlement of what remains of collections 

on house there owned by him after deduction 

of expense she incurred for repairs. Said Ro- 

“ | quigny consents that his mother, Dame Mar- 
guerite Bignon, use for her support the rents 
on said property during her life time and em- 
powers her to represent him in all transac- 
tions concerning said house. Signed: Rocquig- 
ny, Henry, Dargaray and Rossard, Notary. (In 
bad condition.) 


April 22. Acknowledgment by Clement Boilleul of his 
(5949) indebtedness to Jacques Romat, at present in 
(1569) New Orleans, to the amount of 500... ad- 
4 vanced for his passage to France, which sum 


he promises to pay to Sieur Romat on his ar- 
rival in France and for this reason he has 
drawn on Madame Bailleul to order of his 
mother, furnishing mortgage security for pay- 
ment of same. Signed: Boilleul, Henry, Ro- 
man, Dargaray, Rossard, Notary. 


April 22. Acknowledgment by Sr. Ignace Broutin, Engi- 

(5050) neer of the King, of his indebtedness to Sr. 

(1570) Thomas Loison de la Rondiniere, Captain of 
the ship “La Marguerite de Saint Malo,” to 
the sum of 5160 livres, 2 s. 9 d., which he 
promises to pay to whom Sr. de la Rondiniere 
may choose to act in his name and who will 
present his procuration. Signed by Broutin, Du 
Breuil, Dargaray, T. Loyson Rondiniere, Ros- 
sard, Notary. 
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April 28. Receipt by Sieur T. Loyson de la 
Rondiniere to Sr. Ignace Broutin for full pay- 
ment of the above debt. Signed: T. Loyson de 
la Rondiniere, Henry, Dargaray, Rossard, No- 
tary. | 

February 20, 1735. Discharge of Sr. Du 
Breuil as bondsman of Sr. Broutin. Signed by 
De Lapommeray, Henry, Hugault, Rossard, 


Notary. 


April 22, 1734. Acknowledgment by Sr. Du Breuil, Contractor 


(5275) 
(1664) 


April 24. 


(5052) 
(1571) 


April 25. 


April 27. 


(5036) 
(1573) 


April 29. 


(5060) 
(1577) 


of Public Works for the King, of his indeb- 
tedness to Sr. Loyson de la Rondiniere, Cap- 
tain of the ship “La Marguerite of St. Malo,” 
to the sum of 5160 livres, 2s. 10d., for mer- 
chandise from the cargo of said ship, Sr. Brou- 
tin signing as security for said payment. 
Signed by Broutin, Du Breuil, Henry, T. Loy- 
son de la Rondiniere, Dargaray, Rossard, No- 
tary. Edges worn, parts missing. 


Nuncupative Will of Sr. Dominique Douat de 


Sanson, dictated in home of Sr. Aufrere in the 
presence of Sr. Silvestre de Troyes, employee 
of the King in the office of the Intendency, and 
of Charles de Lavergne, Marine officer. Signed: 
D. Douat De Sanson, Lavergne, F. Calimache, 
DE Troyes, Rossard, Notary. 


Procuration granted at Fort Chartres (Illinois), 


by Sieur Francois de Vincenne, officer of 
troops and Commandant at the “‘Ouabache,”’ 
to pay and collect all debts owed to said Vin- 
cenne or due him. Signed by Vincenne; Tonty, 
witness; Bellerive, witness; Jerome, Notary. 


Procuration granted by Sr. Louis Joseph Bizoton, 


Comptroller of the Marine, to Elizabeth Bizo- 
ton de la Jonchere, his sister, residing at St. 
Benoit’s Crossing, Faubourg St. Germain, Paris, 
to act in his name, in prosecuting, paying, col- 
lecting, etc. Passed in the presence of Sr. 


’ Henry, Clerk of Council; Sr. Francois Gau- 


treau, employee of the King. Signed: Henry, 
Bizoton, Dargaray, and Rossard, Notary. 


Duplicate Procuration granted by Sr. Jean Bap- 


tiste Prevost, bookkeeper of the Company of 
the Indies, to Charles Prevost, his cousin, 
of Paris, to collect from the officers of the 
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Company of the Indies one-third of his salary 
at the end of each month, from, April Ist of 
the current year, beginning on the first of 
next May and to furnish thereof valid receipt 
in his name. Signed by Francois Goudeau, 
employee of accounts; Prevost, Henry, Gau- 
treau, Rossard, Notary. 


. April 29, 1734. Procuration granted by Sr. Jean Baptiste Michel 


(5059) 
(1576) 


May 4. 
(5061) 
(1578) 


May 10. 


(5062) 


(1579) 


May 11. 


(5065) 
(1580) 


May 12. 


(5066) 
(1581) 


Le Page, who is about to leave for France, to 
Sieur Honnoré Jean Bruslé, whom he empow- 
ers to act for him in every business capacity. 
Signed by Le Page, Henry, Dargaray, Rossard, 
Notary. 


Sale of Lot on Royal Street to Jacques Ozenne by 


Jean Baptiste Guillon. Signed by Ozenne, 
Guillon, Henry, Dargaray, and Rossard, No- 


tary. 


Marriage Contract of Louis Boucher, Ecuyer, 


Seigneur de Grand Pré, officer, son 6f Lambert 
Boucher, Ecuyer Seigneur de Grand Pré, and 


of Dame Marie Vannuy (?) de Blezen, his 


wife, residing during their life in the town of 
Three Rivers, Canada; and Demoiselle Therese 
Gallard, daughter of Francois Gallard and of 
Dame Marie Anne Hervieux, his wife. Signed 
by Bienville, Grandpré, Therese Galar, Sal- 
mon, Francois Gallard, Marianne Hervieux, de 
Cremont, Petit de Coulange, Petit de Livilliers, 
Malbec de Livilliers, Le Chvr. de Noyan, Fleur- 
iau, De Macarty, Rossard, Notary. (One sig- 
nature eaten away, apparently Henry.) 


Donation by Sieur Louis Turpin of land situated 


at Bayou St. John to Marie Louise Girardy, 
minor daughter of Sr. Joseph Girardy, resi- 
dent of Bayou St. John, and of his wife, Jeanne 
Henry, her father accepting same for his min- 
or daughter. Signed by Louis Turpin, Henry, 
Dargaray, Rossard, Notary. 


Sale of Lot No. 223, surveyed by Broutin, by 


Pierre Coulard to Andre Crespe, residing on 
his plantation, for the sum of 500 livres in 
_— coin. Signed: Henry, Dargaray, Ros- 
sard, Notary. 
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May 13, 1734. Acknowledgment by Jean Dulude and Francois ‘ 
(5067) de Noyan of their indebtedness to Nicholas 


(1582) Mahieux de Lormaison to the sum of 1980 
livres, 1ls., for merchandise, which sum they 
solidarily promise to pay to him in the course 7 
of 1735, furnishing security for said payment. 4 
Signed: Mayeux de Lormaison, Henry, Dar- 
garay, Rossard, Notary. < 


May 18. Receipt to Mr. Rossard by Louis Riché, journey- 

(5069) man from Illinois,‘ at present in New Orleans, | 

(1583) for the sum of 1700 livres, coming from the 7 
sum that said Sr. Rossard received for Mr. de P 
Vincenne, Commandant at the Wabash, for 
delivery of which sum said Louis Riché prom- ‘ 


ises to furnish receipt from said Sr. de Vin- 
cenne on the money Mr. Rossard has in hand. 
Signed by Henry, Dargaray, and Rossard, No- 


tary. 
May 18. Acknowledgment by Daniel La Croix, associate { 
(5070) of Pierre La Course, both of Illinois, of their ’ 
(1584) indebtedness to Nicholas Mahieux de Lormai- 


son to the sum of 130 livres for merchandise, 
which amount they promise and obligate them- 
selves to pay to said Mahieux in the course of 
next April, furnishing security for said pay- “a 
ment. Signed by Henry, Mayeux de Lormai- 
son, Dargaray, and Rossard, Notary. 


May 20. Procuration by Sr. Pierre Voisin to his son ' 
(5071) Jacques Sernan Voisin, who is about to leave 
(1585) for Illinois, who is to sell in his name three 
negroes, a negress and a small negro and ne- 
gress at the best price possible in beaver pelts 
or otherwise, and in case of illness of said 
Jacques Voisin, Pierre Voisin grants procura- | 
tion to Louis Riché to act in his stead. Signed: ® 
P. Voisin, Henry, Dargaray, Rossard, Notary. 


May 22. Sale and Transfer of a lot and a half situated . 
(5074) opposite the Barracks with improvements 
(1587) thereon, by Isaac Poisat, wig-maker, to An- ‘ . 
(See 1588) toine Regnier, Corporal of the Swiss Guards, 

for the sum of 500 livres in current specie, on ‘ ; 


which he paid 100 livres cash and obligates 
himself to pay the remainder in 1735, fur- 
nishing security for said payment. Signed by 
Poisat, “Fn¥oni ringzr,’”’ Henry, Dargaray, 
Rossard, Notary. 
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May 22,1734. Sale and Transfer of two lots with house, dove- 


(5072) 
(1586) 


May 23. 


(5076) 
(1588) 


June 5. 


(5078) | 


(1589) 


June 6. 


(5079) 
(1590) 


June 8. 


(5087) 
(1593) 


June 8. 


(5077) 


cote and forge thereon by Sr. Joseph Blanpin 
to Isaac Poisat for the sum of 750 livres cash, 
said Poisat obligating himself to pay the re- 
mainder of the price set in two payments, in 
January and April, 1735, furnishing security 
for same. Signed by Blanpin, Poisat, Darga- 
ray, Henry, and Rossard, Notary. 


Confirmation of Sale of house and lot opposite the 


Barracks, sold by Isaac Poisat to Antoine Reg- 
nier, Corporal in the Swiss Guards, following 
conditions and clauses agreed on, conveying to 
said Regnier the rents and lease due and to 
fall due. Signed by Poisat, . . ., Henry, Hu- 
gault, Rossard, Notary. 


Agreement Between Michel Delaire and Sr. 


Francois Calimache, concerning the notes 
signed by Mr. Dartiguerre and Mr. de Benac, 
dated 1725, for which said Sr. Delaire ob- 
tained a judgment in his favor December l, 
1731. Signed: Delaire, Henry, Hugault, Cali- 
mache, Rossard, Notary. , 


Agreement between Sr. Francois Calimache, Di- 


rector of the Dantagnan Concession, and Sr. 
La Freniere, who intends to seize said conces- 
sion for debt of 2135 livres on two letters of 
exchange signed by Mr. the Count d’Antag- 
nan, Srs. d’Artiguere and de Benac in 1723. 
Signed: Lafreniere, F. Calimache, Hugault, 
Henry, Rossard, Notary. 


Sale and Transfer of a half lot on Royal Street, 


with improvements thereon, by Guillaume 
Bousquerat, called Sans Facon, to Hubert Ha- 
rang. Bousquerat purchased said lot from 
Barbe Jouanne who acquired it from one Fos- 
sier, who held it from Mathurin Charvai, a 
carpenter, to whom it was granted by the Su- 
perior Council, February 20, 1723. It was sold 
for the sum of 300 livres paid cash by Harang. 
Signed by Harant, Henry, Hugault, and Ros- 
sard, Notary.. 


Petition to Mr. Salmon, Commissioner of the Ma- 


rine and Intendant, by Sr. Demouy, for permit 
to sell ten arpents of land by forty in depth, 
fronting on the Mississippi, a league and a 
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(5081) 


(5086) 
(1594) 


(5088) 
(1594) 


(5093) 
(1595) 


(5094) 
(1596) 


July 8. 
(5097) 
(1597) 


June 20. 


June 22. 


June 26. 
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half above New Orleans; adjoining land of 
Mr. Pasquier on one side and that of Lafren- 
iere on the other. Signed: Demouy. 

June 8. Permit to sell after usual formali- 
ties prescribed by law. Signed: Salmon. 

June 9. Three notices of sale of Demouy 
land by Dargaray, Sheriff, listed under Nos. 
5081, 5082, 5083. 


June 18, 1734. Sale and Transfer of a lot with house thereon, 


situated on Royal Street, by Guillaume Bous- 
querat, called Sans Facon, to Antoine Bon- 
vilain, for the sum of 300 livres, which was 
paid cash. Signed: Henry, Hugault, Rossard, 
Notary. (In bad condition.) 


Marriage Contract between Joseph Millon, son 


of Pierre Millon and Francoise Dominé, a na- 
tive of Louvoier, Bishopric of Verdun, and 
Marie Francoise Girardy, minor daughter of 
Sr. Joseph Girardy and of Dame Marie Jeanne 
Henry. Signed by Marianne Avit, Millon, Pas- 
quier, Balcour, Mari Francois, Henry, Hugault, 
Rossard, Notary. (4% pages.) 


Sale of a Lot on which there is a poor shanty, by 


Mrs. Millon to Jean Fraden for the sum of 
two (hundred) livres cash. Signed: Henry, 
Hugault, Rossard, Notary. (In bad condition.) 


Marriage Contract between Louis René Francois 


de Mane Ecuyer, son of René de Mane Ecuyer 
and of Therese Charlotte de Blanchy, a native 
of Bonechard in Touraine, Parish of St. John, 


and Dame Francoise Laurence Le Blanc, 


widow of deceased Sr. Joseph Chauvin de 
Lery. Signed: DeMane, Jean Chareau, Fran- 
coise Lorance Leblanc, Joseph Aubert, Bruslé, 
Lafreniere, Henry, Alexandre, Favrot, Laloir, 
Hugault, DeLery BoisClaire, Lesueur Lafren- 
iere, Duval Demouy, Petit de Livilliers, Mal- 
bec de Livilliers, Fleuriau, Fazende, Delery, 
Rossard, Notary. 


Acknowledgment by Claude Bailly, acting for 


Jean Kel, minor son of Laurent Kel and Eliza- 
beth Bailly, that he has received from Antoine 
Clermont and his wife, Suzanne Miele, a ne- 
gro, property of the Company of the Indies, 
named Sery; a receipt from the Company of 
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the Indies for 600 livres signed by Prevost and 
approved by Mr. de la Chaise, December 9, 
1728, a certificate dated April 24, 1733, at- 
testing the death of a negro of Kel’s succes- 
sion, following: which said Clermont is duly 
discharged, of which facts act has been passed. 
Signed: Henry, Hugault, Rossard, Notary. 


July 12,1734. Sale of Land adjoining Sr. Pasquier, measuring 


(5098) 
(1598) 


Aug. 10. 
(5100) 
(1600) 


Aug 12. 
(5103) 
(1602) 


ten arpents frontage on the Mississippi by forty 
arpents in depth, by Francoise Demouy to Sr. 
Francois St. Mars (Simars) de Bellile, origin- 
ally granted to Mr. de Bienville by the Com- 
pany of the Indies, for the sum of 800 livres, 
which Sr. Demouy acknowledges having re- 
ceived.cash from Sr. Simars de Belile. Signed: 
Demouy, Henry, Simars de Bellile, Hugault, 
Rossard, Notary. (In bad condition.) 


Declaration in Registry by Louis Balivet, Widow 


Laroze, in answer to decree of the Superior 
Council of the seventh of the current month, 
that she is in community of goods with her 
husband and their act of donation entre vifs 
dated September 20th, 1728, filed in Registry 
on the 25th of said month, demanding certifi- 
cate of the above for the purpose of prosecu- 
tion of her rights in said succession. Signed: 
Rossard, Notary. 


Procuration Granted by Sr. Antoine Philippe 


Brusle, resident of New Orleans, to... Le 
Berthier, merchant of gold and silver braid, 
residing in Paris, Rue St. Honoré, whom he 


- empowers to collect or recover his inheritance; 


viz: by death of Madam de Baret, the sum of 
50 livres on which he is entitled to one-third, 
amounting to 16 livres, 13s. 4d;. 50 more livres 
inherited from Sr. Livry, valet of Mr. de la 
Rochefoucault. Signed: Bruslé, Henry, Hu- 
gault, Rossard, Notary. 


(To be continued. ) 
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INDEX TO THE SPANISH JUDICIAL RECORDS 
OF LOUISIANA 


By LAURA L. PORTEOUS 


VIL. 

(Continued from July, 1924.) _ 
1770—August 4. | This fat record covers a suit 
Antonio Olivier vs. against Joseph Maison, one of the 
Joseph Maison. | men involved in the Ulloa revo- | 
No. 4069. 50 pp. lution, who was banished by 
Courts of Alcaldes O’Reilly in 1769 and imprisoned 
Luis Trudeau and in Cuba. It is historically inter- 
Nicholas Forstall. esting because of its atmosphere, 


Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. and for the legal mind it pre- 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. serves a fine illustration of the 

contemporary procedure and ar- 
Suit to subject the con- gument in a complicated question 
fiscated estate of of law. On the first proposition 
Joseph Maison to debt due the pleader carefully abstains 
before he was condemned. from mentioning the late unpleas- 

antness which had resulted in the 
execution of some of the foremost men of the Colony and the 
banishment of others. The plaintiff in his petition merely says 
that Joseph Maison “is absent from the Colony.” 


The suit clearly had for its object to establish that Joseph 
Maison was liable as surety upon a bond given by him to 
guarantee a bill of exchange and to execute the judgment 
when obtained, upon Maison’s property in preference over the 
confiscation which was part of the penalty inflicted upon him. 
But not a word of this last situation peeps out of the pleadings. 
In the end, the “‘absentee’’ was impleaded by the appointment. 
of Mazange as curator or attorney for the absent defendant. 
But before the case went to judgment the Judge of the Gov- 
ernor’s Court (Odoardo) required proof to be made of the 
“‘absence”’ and accordingly three respectable gentlemen (Hen- 
rique Gardrat, Pedro Bouturier, a surgeon, and Andres Bodaille,. 
a merchant), solemnly swear that it is well known in the City 
that Joseph Maison is absent therefrom. “He was here in the 
beginning of the year and they know that he left for the Guar- 
ico where they now believe him to be.” 


Having received this delicately worded proof of a fact 
well known to the Judge (Governor Unzaga) the case on the 
merits was tried with much ability on the part of Desprez and 
Mazange, counsel for the plaintiff and defendant, and was 
decided in favor of the plaintiff. The question at issue was 
whether the bond could be enforced in favor of the holder of 
the second copy of a bill of exchange while the first (or orig- 
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inal) was still outstanding. The Court was satisfied that the 
first copy of the triplicate bills had not been paid and had 
either been lost or for some reason could not be produced. 
Judgment was rendered in favor of the plaintiff but no execu- 
tion appears to have been issued to collect the judgment. The 
records and documents were doubtless delivered to the plain- 
tiff to be used in another place upon the distribution of the 
proceeds of Maison’s property. Inferentially it would appear 
that the confiscation of the estates of the victims of Spanish 
vengeance did not destroy the recourse of their creditors upon 
the same to the prejudice of the fisc. 


1770—Aucgust 8. Louis Antonio Vandal, Mazange, 
Louis Vandar vs. attorney, sues Mrs. Deverges for 
Madame Deverges. 72 livres, 10 sols, on notes of her 
No. 4113. 6 pp. husband. He has tried every 


Court of Governor Unzaga. means to collect, without success. 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. Prays the Court to order her to 
verify the signatures, and when 
Action against a widow on this is done to return them to him 
her decéased husband’s so that he may take such legal 
debt. action as may be convenient to 
his interest. The Court summons 
Mrs. Deverges to verify the signatures and acknowledge the 
debts before the escribano. Mrs. Deverges under oath states 
that the notes were written and signed by her deceased hus- 
band and acknowledges the debt to be just. The originals still 
remain in the record dated May 4, 1760, May-17, 1759, and 
the third with no date, issued for sheep, pigs, rice and other 
commodities, amounting to the sum claimed. 


Thereupon plaintiff alleges that as the defendant has 
verified her husband’s signature and acknowledges the debt, 
according to the laws governing executory process, it is con-. 
venient to his rights to petition the Court to issue a mandate 
of execution against defendant’s estate to the extent of the 
debt, its one-tenth and costs. The Court orders the debt paid 
within three days with a warning of judicial compulsion if 
this decree is not obeyed. Pinned to the back of this petition 
without any explanation is a note signed by Vandal, dated 
December 11, 1769, in which he promises to pay Mr. Arnaud 
42 livres, 10 sols. This is followed by a petition, no date, in 
which Vandal declares that the Court’s decree in his favor 
has not been obeyed. He prays that an embargo be made sum- 
marily so as to avoid costs. The record ends here. 
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1770—August 11. Salomon Malline, Desprez, attor- 
Salomon Malline vs. - ney, sets forth that Carlos Taras- 
Carlos Tarascon. con, who does not know how to 
No. 4066. 3 pp. write, made in the presence of 


Court of Governor Unzaga. Messrs. Bodaille and Goudeau, 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. over his mark or sign, a note for 
300 pesos in favor of Mr. Cler- 
On a note signed by mont. This note fell due June 
debtor’s mark. 24th last, as appears from orig- 
inal attached, which has been 
transferred to the petitioner by Mr. Clermont. He prays 
Charles Tarascon be ordered to appear and verify the sign 
he has placed at the end of his note in the presence of wit- 
nesses who also signed. And that likewise Mr. Clermont, as 
endorser, be summoned to verify his signature. Petition 
granted, the depositions to be taken by the escribano. 


Thereupon Carlos Tarascon under oath declares he owes 
the debt and Clermont likewise declares the writing and sig- 
nature on the note is that of his wife and that it is endorsed 
in favor of Mr. Salomont (Salomon Malline). Juan B. Garic 
certifies that the parties have come to an agreement and have 
requested taxation be made of the costs, which is ordered 
made by the escribano to be paid by the party who entered 
suit. Costs 3 pesos, 2 reales. 


August 29. Reboul, by Mazange, attorney, 


Alexandre Reboul vs. presents his bill in account with 
Joseph de la Place. de la Place, running from Octo- 
No. 4100. 3 pp. ber, 1766, to May, 1769, amount- 


Court of Governor Unzaga. ing to 300 livres, 5 sols, and certi- 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. fied by plaintiff under oath Feb- 
ruary 17, 1770. The petition sets 
On an open account forth that he has made it evident 
for merchandise. — that the defendant owes the debt 
and has tried many times to col- 
lect without success. He prays that Mr. de la Place be sum- 
moned and ordered to acknowledge under oath if the bill is 
just. When this is done to return him the originals so that 
he may take the necessary legal steps to collect his money. 
The Judge orders defendant to acknowledge his debt before 
the clerk of the Cabildo. 
In December, Joseph de la Place, in the presence of Juan 
B. Garic, declares under oath the last four items on the bill 
and the case of oil were paid to Mr. Salomon by the importers 
and therefore he does not owe for them. The only part of 
the debt he recognizes is for the items amounting to 60 livres, 
15 sols. Later Alexandre Reboul gives to Mr. Mazange a re- 
ceipt for 4 piastres (20 livres) in part payment for the debt 
due him by Mr. de la Place. No taxation. 
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1770—August 29. Plaintiff, Mazange, attorney, sues 
Reboul (Alexandre) vs. defendant for 1037 livres, 8 sols, 
Bellair (Hubert). 6 deniers, on an open account 
No. 4095. 18 pp. with a credit of 100 pesos: (500 


Court of Governor Unzaga. livres) and alleges that though 
Assessor, Cecilio Odorado. he has tried many times he has 
. er. Prays that Bellair be order 

La to verify his signature, acknowl- 
edge the debt, and return the 

— originals to him so that he may 
. take legal action when convenient to his right. Granted. 

December 20, Santiago Bellair takes oath before Juan B. 
Garic and declares that he owes the amount stipulated and 
that the signature is his, but that it was arranged between the 
parties that this sum would be paid by Mr. La Freniere, now 
deceased, who made this transaction his own affair, and in 
consequence empowered Mr. Reboul’s brother to collect cer- 
tain sums due him in Guarico. He does not know how much 
of this money came into plaintiff’s possession from El Guarico. 
A greater proof that Mr. Reboul has nothing further to col- 
lect from the defendant is that during last February he asked 
for a loan of 100 pesos from him (Bellair) for which he gave 
his note, which he has shown. Reboul would not execute a 
note for this amount if the declarer was in his debt for any 
— of money. Signed: Bellair. Attested before Juan B. 

aric. 

Enclosed within this declaration are Mr. Bellair’s two 
bills, one dated April 1, 1769, for 299 livres, 17 sols, 6 deniers, 
the other January 21, 1768, for 737 livres, 11 sols, both debts 
assumed by La Freniere. Also a letter dated Cap (Francais) 
July 20, 1769, by Mr. Reboul (Christian name not given) to 
his brother (Alexandre Reboul) in New Orleans, to the effect 
that he will shortly take passage for New Orleans, leaving all 
his affairs in Mr. Joseph Duny’s hands, and among other 
things Mr. Lafreniere’s procuration against Mr. Lervier, who 
has failed to keep his promise, and owes more than a thousand 
livres. The latter’s estate is covered by mortgages held by 
Messrs. Lovy and Plombard to whom he owes a great deal of 
money. His lime kiln and slaves are in their name as if they 
belong to them. The writer regards this debt as lost as the 
expenses of a suit would be too great when it must be consid- 
ered that there would be no hope of receiving anything. From 
the wreck he saved 109 barrels of lime at 3 livres, which 
amounts to 327 livres; from this 30 livres commission must be 
deducted leaving 297 livres, which makes 198 livres in silver, 
which you will have the kindness to make good to Mr. La 
Freniere. He is mortified that he could not do more for him. 
Signed: Reboul. 
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March 1, 1771, Alexandre Reboul pleads in reply that 
Bellair is pretending the amount sued for is owed by the de- 
ceased La Freniere because of the procuration to his brother, 
but it is apparent the deceased arranged to pay only if the 
said procuration had accomplished its purpose and it appears 
from his brother’s letter he did not receive more than 198 
pesos which today belongs to the widow. He prays thereupon 
for execution for 537 livres, 8 sols, 6 deniers, the remainder 
due after deducting the 500 livres which plaintiff has received 
for which he made a note in place of a receipt. He further 
asks that defendant be condemned to pay the additional one- 
tenth and costs. The Court sends this to the defense, and in 
due course judgment is rendered as prayed for by plaintiff. 


1770—August 29. 
Alexandre Reboul vs. 


Plaintiff, Mazange, attorney, sues 
on defendant’s note of September 
Antoine Catoire. 26, 1766, for 273 livres, 10 sols, 
No. 4096. 10 pp. in silver, for value received in 
Court of Governor Unzaga. merchandise. Defendant under 
Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. oath before the escribano admits 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. the note, signature and debt and 
pleads further that he went to 
the plantation and left money 
with his wife to pay some of his 
debts and he does not know if 
she paid anything on account to 
Mr. Reboul. 


December 22, Alexandre Reboul petitions, saying that 
the right to execution results in his favor because of the veri- 
fication of the note by the defendant and prays accordingly. 
The Assessor General so rules and Unzaga decides that Ca- 
toire must pay Alexandre Reboul 273 livres, 10 sols within 
five days with a warning of seizure. 


‘Juan B. Garic certifies that he entrusted the order to 
Santiago Hallays, deputy sheriff, who has notified him of its 
delivery to defendant. 

June 5, 1771, Santiago Hallays, deputy sheriff, reports to 
Juan B. Garic, escribano, that in obedience to the Court’s 
decree he went to Mr. Catoire’s house at the German Coast 
situated about ten leagues from the city and demanded of 
defendant that he pay his debt immediately. This he could 
not do. The sheriff then attempted to make a seizure but 
Catoire had no estate and no movable property. His few 
movable possessions were of such small value they did not 
justify the costs of bringing them to the city. Therefore he 
left the execution open to continue it when the occasion pre- 
sented itself to attach any of Mr. Catoire’s possessions. The 
record ends here. 


Judgment for plaintiff. 
Execution returned 
nulla bona. 
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1770—August 30. Henrique Voix, Desprez, attor- 
Henrique Voix vs. ney, sues Antonio Boisdoré of Op- 
Antonio Boisdore. pelousas on a note dated January 
No. 4118. 9 pp. 22, 1770, for 186 livres, 8 sols 


Court of Governor Unzaga. cash, and for 100 deer skins. He 
Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. _ petitions for execution after ver- 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. ification of the note. The escri- 

bano notifies the Court that he is 


Suit in New Orleans informed by Luis Boisdoré, broth- 

against a resident of er of the defendant, that latter 

Opelousas. —_ on his plantation in “Oppe- 
ousas.” 


Plaintiff declares that the escribano has been unable to 
notify the defendant as he is at Opelousas and prays the 
Court to send a dispatch to Fuselier de la Claire, Commander 
of the Post, notifying him of the Court’s decree against Bois- 
doré, authorizing him to summon the defendant to appear be- 
fore him to verify his signature and to acknowledge the debt. 
The Court orders the dispatch and note sent to Fuselier de la 
Claire, authorizing him to summon Antonio Boisdoré to re- 
ceive from him his oath and declaration as to his signature on 
the said note, and to state if he has paid the debt, and when 
this has been accomplished send the declaration to the clerk of 
the Cabildo and notify Mr. Boisdoré that he, himself, or else 
his agent or attorney must appear in the Tribunal in New 
Orleans to answer Mr. Voix’s suit. 

At the end of three months no answer having been re- 
turned, plaintiff petitions for another dispatch to the Com- 
mander so that the first may be carried into execution. This 
is endorsed, “Let a copy of the present suit with the Court’s 
decrees be included with this dispatch.” February 19, plain- 
tiff declares that Fuselier de la Claire having transmitted to 
this Tribunal the dispatch and also the note which were sent 
to him, he prays they be joined to the records of the suit and 
all returned to him so that he may use them when convenient 
to his interests. Included in the record is the dispatch issued 
and signed by Governor General Unzaga which was sent to 
Commander Fuselier de la Claire and under it his declaration 
that Antonio Boisdoré has appeared before him and acknowl- 
edges the debt:and promised to pay on the 28th of the current 
month. Dated Opelousas, January 24, 1771. Witnessed by 
Luis Boisdoré and Luis Hollier. On the back of this docu- 
ment is a receipt to the effect that he has received from Mr. 
Garic Mr. Boisdoré’s note in favor of Mr. Voix. Dated, New 
Orleans, February 24, 1771. Signed: Dellissart Jouamui. 
February 23, plaintiff declares that as the defendant has agreed 
to pay his debt, he prays for and obtains taxation of costs at 
12 pesos, 2 reales. 
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1770—August 30. This record opens with a decla- 
Intestate Succession of ration by Governor General Un- 
Luis Ducret (Ducrest). zaga in the nature of an order 
No. 10647. 93 pp. rendered: August, 30, who says 
94988-95152 | that Dona Elena Belet (Helene 
Court of Governor Unzaga. -Angelique Belette) has notified 
Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. him of the death of her husband, 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. Luis Ducret, which took place at 
by the Balise while en route to the 
A fine illustration of Island of Santo Domingo. The 
succession practice and deceased leaves two minor chil- 
full of local color. dren, some estate, and apparent- 
| ly no will. The Court thereupon 
First case of adjudication orders that the minors be pro- 
of community property to tected by proper representation, 
widow. that the assessor gather up the 
keys of the late dwelling house 
and that the widow be requested to act as guardian of the 
estate until further proceeding. The notaries of the Cabildo- 
are also ordered to examine their archives and report whether 
the deceased has left a will therein. Signed: Unzaga; Signed: 
Dr. Odoardo. 


Contemporaneously with this order the escribanos of the 
Cabildo, Messieurs Juan B. Garic and Andres Almonester, 
issue a certificate that no will made by the late Luis Ducret has 
been filed with them. This is the first appearance in our rec- | 
ords of Almonester as a notary of the Cabildo, and he was 
evidently appointed about this time, to divide the growing 
work of Garic. The Assessor General and Garic, Notary of 
the Cabildo, report in writing that they went to the house of 
decedent, meeting there his widow, that they collected the 
keys of the same, which she handed over to them, and they 
returned the same to her, naming her as guardian of the 
estate to be held at the disposition of the Court. 


On the next day (September ist) the Court, still acting 
ex parte, orders that Santiago Touton Beauregard, uncle of 
the minors, be appointed curator ad lites for the protection 
of their interest in the estate. He orders the curator to ac- 
cept, qualify and give bond as the law requires. Beauregard 
obeys this order and on the 4th instant, the Court formally 
confirms the appointment and issues letters to Beauregard as 
curator ad lites to the Ducret minors. 


The next step is a joint petition by the curator and the 
widow for an inventory and appraisement of the estate. The 
curator names one appraiser and the widow the other, the 
Court orders these appraisers (Joseph Belland [Belans] and 
Joseph Astier [Astica]) to accept and take oath, to make 
the inventory faithfully and well. The appraisers are duly 
notified of the appointment, file their acceptance of the same 
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and qualify by taking the oath. The inventory is taken at 
once in the presence of the curator and widow, the two ap- 
praisers, the notary of the Cabildo, Garic, and Cecilio Odoardo, 
Assessor General, all of whom signed the proces verbal. 


The decedent, it appears, was at the time of his death in 
partnership with Matheo Bonne Maison (“‘Bon Mason’’) also 
deceased, and the Court enters an ex parte order setting forth 
that this partnership must be liquidated in the interest of the 
heirs of both decedents and appoints Joseph Durcos (General 
Receiver) to represent the heirs of Mason who are supposed 
to be in France. He is here called the “‘defender of the ab- 
sent heirs.”” The order prescribes that he must take oath and 
be permitted to see the inventory and appraisement of the 
estate and that all parties must name experts (silversmiths) to ap- 
heer ag the silver. Ducros qualifies by taking oath and giving 

nd. 


The order regarding appraisement of silver is confined to that 
item of the Ducret estate, because at this point Beauregard, the 
curator, and the widow Ducret, name appraisers to appraise the 
silver, Pedro Songy, silversmith, acting on behalf of the cura- 
tor, and Pedro Coudrain on behalf of the widow, both of whom 
are confirmed by the Court and take oath. On September 27 
they proceed to inventory and appraise the silver, aggregating 
202 livres, 10 sols, and the proces verbal is signed by the par- 
ties, the appraisers, the assessor general (Odoardo) and Garic, 
the notary. Notwithstanding all this formality, the Court on 
October 10th, enters another order that the parties now must 
examine and verify the inventory and appraisement, and on 
the 18th formal petitions are filed by Beauregard, curator, 
and Mrs. Ducret, each reporting that the inventory had been 
examined and found to be well and truly made and that they 
have no objections to offer. Ducros, “defender of the absent 
heirs,’ varies his petition by saying that he considers the 
estate to be undervalued in the inventory but, to avoid incon- 
venience, he approves the same. Each of these petitions con- 
clude with a prayer that authorizes the Court to approve the 
inventory and the order thereon reads, “it is provided in this 
audience.” This is clearly the homologation of the inventory 
which was a common procedure in the French practice before 
the Superior Council, but up to this time the word does not 
appear in the Spanish Records. | 


In the interim, September 18th, the widow filed a plead- 
ing setting out that her husband had rented the house which 
she occupies, that the lease was for three years, beginning 
March, 1769, with Touton Beauregard as surety, the rental 
being 820 livres per year and she asks to be released from this. 
lease upon two rather unusual grounds, first, because of the 
death of her husband, and second, because the toilets in the 
house are a nuisance, creating an insufferable odor, dangerous 
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to the health. She does not make the lessor party to her ap- 
plication. The Court orders the lease cancelled on condition 
the widow pay the rent up to the date of the judgment of 
cancellation. 

The curator of the Ducret minors now petitions, setting 
forth that the inventory and appraisement having been ap- 
proved, the estate should be sold at auction and adjudicated 
to the highest bidder. He asks that a day be fixed for this 
sale. The Court orders this to be done on the 5th of the 
following month (November), and in the meantime requires 
Mrs. Ducret, the guardian of the estate, to place her husband’s 
possessions on exhibition. On November 5th the widow re- 
plies to this order that it is detrimental to her interest and asks 
for its revocation and further that her husband’s estate be 
adjudicated to her at the price of the appraisement in the in- 
ventory and further that when so adjudicated she will sell the 
same and divide it if the proceeds should be sufficient to cover 
her dowry which her husband received at the marriage, the 
money she has spent for mourning, the funeral expenses and 
the house rent paid by her since her husband’s death. She 
presents with the petition her marriage contract and her hus- 
band’s receipt for her dowry together with Spanish transla- 
tions. She prays to be relieved from giving bond and that 
her claims be given preference over all others. This petition 
is referred in the usual manner by an order of the Court to 
the interested parties. 

The marriage contract referred to in the widow’s petition 
is on parchment, dated September 15, 1764, and follows the 
usual lines of those contracts, giving the birthplace and ances- 
tries of the parties. The receipt for the dowry is dated July 
21, 1769, in which Juan B. Garic, Clerk of the Superior Coun- 
cil, certifies that Luis Ducret and his wife, together with San- 
tiago Touton Beauregard, curator, had met in his (Garic’s) 
office, where Beauregard surrendered to them all the records 
of the Succession of Brosset, the uncle of Mrs. Ducret, who was 
heir to one-half his estate, that the accounts had been exam- 
ined and approved and Beauregard who has been acting as 
curator ad bono to Mrs. Ducret, delivers the inheritance to her 
husband, Luis Ducret, by her authorization and both joined in 
acquitting the curator. There is also filed in connection with 
the foregoing, a certified copy of the account of the curator 
ad bono derived from the archives of the late Superior Coun- 
cil, showing with great detail the curator’s administration of 
the affairs of the minor, Helene Ducret, from June 13, 1767, 
to July 6, 1769, leaving a balance coming to her of 95,735 
livres, for which both parties give their receipt under date 
July 21, 1769. 

In answer to the application of Mrs. Ducret for the adju- 
dication of her husband’s estate, Beauregard, the curator ad 
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lites, replies in writing that he doubts if the estate would 
bring more than the appraisement if sold at auction and that 
the adjudication to the widow would save loss and expense 
.and therefore he makes no objection thereto. He further 
says that inasmuch as the inventory values aggregate only 
.8398 pesos, 5 reales, and clearly insufficient to cover Mrs. 
Ducret’s dowry of 19,147 pesos, it is evident that Mr. Ducret’s 
heirs will have no interest in the succession but it is right that 
the widow should under the circumstances obligate herself 
‘to be satisfied with the restoration of the dowry as diminished. 
‘The Court orders this petition notified to the parties in interest. 

On November 29th Mrs. Ducret petitions that the delay 
-of three months, provided in the marriage contract, from the 
death of her husband in which she may renounce the com- 
‘munity, having arrived, to avoid difficulties and complications, 
she does now renounce her community share of her husband’s 
-estate and asks for an order recognizing the renunciation. She 
further asks for the restoration of her dowry which she 
brought to her husband at the time of the marriage. The 
‘Court sends this petition to the other parties in interest. 

Beauregard, curator ad lites, now petitions, setting forth 
‘that though the minors Ducret will apparently take nothing 
out of the succession of their father, still as they have the 
right to the benefit of inventory, he accepts the succession 
for them with benefit of inventory. 

Ducros, defender of the absent heirs of Mason, replies 
to the petition of the widow for adjudication of the commun- 
ity, attempting to restrict her rights to her dowry which he 
says is fixed by her at 85,839 livres, 2 deniers, but is really 
‘95,735 livres (or 19,147 pesos); that the dowry was in the 
-old paper money of the Colony, according to the receipt given 
by the deceased to Beauregard July 21, 1769; the petitioner 
says that it would be unjust to allow the widow’s dowry upon 
the basis claimed because no one is ignorant of the fact that 
the notes issued by the officials of the Province to serve as 
money, lost 75 per cent of their face value and that the hus- 
band received this dowry in this money at the time when its 
current loss in value was well known. Besides, the King of 
France, in whose name the notes were made, caused them to be 
further reduced to two-fifths of their value as appears by a 
decree of the Royal Council dated March 23, 1769. Accord- 
ingly the widow’s dowry becomes face value 51,503 livres, 8 
sols, subject to the further reduction in values as aforesaid. 
Under these conditions he suggests that a sale of the estate 
would be the only test to establish whether it would bring 
sufficient to pay the dowry and the debts of the decedent. 

This petition is sent by the Court to Mrs. Ducret, who in 
reply says whatever merit there may be in the defender’s 
‘plea, her claim is still larger than anything that can be ob- 
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tained by the sale of the estate and she is willing to acquiesce 
in Ducros’ suggestions to the extent of taking the community 
estate under a bond to be responsible for all that may be 
obtained therefor over and above her dowry. Answering to 
this Ducros says he offers no objections thereto and suggests 
that the Court inquire for other property in favor of the 
creditors, if any may be found. On December 19th, Unzaga 
and Dr. Odoardo, assessor general, enter a judgment adjudi- 
cating to the widow her husband’s estate at the price of the 
appraisement and requiring her to give bond therefor and 
also to give a sworn statement of the estate and an account 
of its affairs. 

The widow obeys the order, furnishes the bond and sure- 
ty, also an account of the estate, first having costs of the 
succession taxed, which are fixed by the assessor at 102 pesos, 
6 reales. This accounting shows the net value of the estate of 
Ducret to be 48,301 livres, 10 sols, 10 deniers. Ducros, de- 
fender of absent heirs, questions it but only to have it de- 
termined whether certain expenses and charges should have 
been set up against the estate or borne by the widow, and 
Beauregard, curator ad lites, in his petition, suggests the same 
question from a different point of view; however, the Court 
maintains a part of these oppositions, the widow having in 
the meantime filed another paper in which she concurs in 
those suggestions. 


1770—September 4. This is a suit upon a note for 160 
Roussilon (Surgeon) vs. livres which follows the proced- 
Raguet (Juan Francisco). ure heretofore noted in this In- 
No. 4097. 7 pp. dex, namely, the defendant is or- 


Court of Governor Unzaga. dered to appear and acknowl- 
Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. edge his signature and this being 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. done, plaintiff petitions for exe- 
| cution on which the judge ren- 
Executory process on - ders an order requiring the 
promissory note. defendant to pay within three 
days under penalty of judicial 
compulsion. The time having expired, plaintiff reiterates his 
demand for execution and the Court orders defendant noti- 
fied that unless he pays within one day the minister of the 
Court will seize one of his negroes. Thereupon defendant 
asks in writing that plaintiff wait until the next Thursday 
and on that date paid the debt and received his note. 


September 4. Action for debt represented by a 
Salomon Mallines vs. note for 201 livres. The remain- 
Raguet (Francisco). der of the case followed the rou- 
No. 4061. 7 pp. tine above set out, save that, the 
(Same Officials.) parties evidently settled out of 


court at the end of the delays. 
Executory process on note. Costs, 12 pesos, 1 reale. 
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1770—September 5. On note for 200 livres, 18 sols in 
Salomon Malline vs. silver, with the usual procedure. 
Deplessis, resident. Costs, 6 pesos, 7 reales. 


No. 4065. 6 pp. 
(Same Officials.) Executory process on note. 


September 5. Andres Bodaille, merchant of 
Andres Bodaille vs. this city, empowered by Joseph 
Mr. Grevemberg. | Lebeuf (Leboeuf), merchant of 
No. 4005. 4 pp. La Rochelle, France, avers that 


Court of Governor Unzaga. Mr. Grevemberg (first name not 
Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. given), owes his principal 19,205 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. livres, 14 sols, 6 deniers, on pro- 

tested notes made to order of 


For execution of a judg- Luis Perdrieu, merchant of La 
ment of the late Superior Rochelle, June 7, 1755, transfer- 
Council. red to Lebeuf by notarial act 


executed before Bronde and Nai- 
gret of Paris, dated October 17, 1761, claims also interest 
from June 17th and November 8, 1756. 


These notes were protested by Joseph Camoin, sheriff 
of La Rochelle, and returned by Reynaud, Notary of the Ma- 
rine of that city. 


Alleges that an order for execution was issued by the 
Superior Council September 5, 1767, requiring defendant to 
pay the notes with interest from the date of protest, but Gre- 
vemberg asked for an extension of time wherein to pay, which 
was granted him. This time has passed and now Messrs. Le- 
beuf believe Bodaille (the plaintiff) has received and spent 
the money. 

He prays the Court to order the decree of execution of 
the Superior Council carried into effect and that a mandate of 
execution be issued against the person and estates of the de- 
fendant. 

The Court orders the documents in the case sent to the 
Assessor General, under whose advice on September 6, Unzaga 
issues the mandate. No further proceedings. Costs taxed at. 
7 pesos, 3 reales, on September 17, 1770. 


September 5. This interesting suit was begun 
Francisco Croiset vs. under the French regime in De- 
Mr. Menard (Louis). cember, 1768, before Ricard, sub- 
No. 4012. 35 pp. delegate for Pointe Coupee, to re- 


Court of Governor Unzaga. cover judgment. for 1897 livres, 
Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. 10 sols. The procedure was by 
Escribano, none mentioned. petition, followed by an order 

(“permis d’assigner’’) to appear 
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Foreclosure begun Super- at the first session (audience). 


ior Council completed The defendant was absent at 
before Spanish Tribunal Natchitoches and the service was 
at Pointe Coupee. made by leaving the papers in 


the hands of the substitute for 
the Procureur General at Pointe Coupee. This is the first in- 
dication we have found of substituted service in the French 
period. Judgment was entered by default, followed by exe- 
cution in February, 1769, under which the mortgaged property 
was seized—real property, cattle and slaves. The record is 
peculiarly valuable in this respect, as certified copies of the 


procedure before the sub-delegate and under that writ have 


been preserved here. 


The sale of the seized property seems to have been palsied 
by the change of government in August, 1769, but in May, 
1771, plaintiff petitions Governor Unzaga asking that he be 
allowed to proceed with the execution. The Assessor Odoardo 
rules that it does not appear the defendant has ever been 
compelled to judicially acknowledge his signature and for 
that reason the proceedings are illegal, “to supply this defect 
“the defendant must be notified that he must appear, acknowl- 
“edge, swear and declare that he owes the amount demanded 
“‘and when this is done deliver the same to the plaintiff to 
“be used for his rights.”’ 

This ruling seems at first sight to be a reversal of the 
many rulings already indexed where judgments of the Super- 
ior Council were enforced in the Spanish Governor’s Court, 
but examination establishes that in all those cases the Spanish 
Court required some proof of the judicial acknowledgment of 
the debtor before granting execution on those judgments. It 
was undoubtedly a hard and fast rule in the Spanish practice 
that the debtor must acknowledge his signature on any writ- 
ing forming the basis of the relief sought. To that end it was 
made easy to obtain the proof by ordering an acknowledgment 
before the escribano or the sheriff, etc. The existence of this 
rule may be the genesis of the acknowledgment of the debt 
(or confession of judgment) which crept gradually into mort- 
gages or hypothecations and is now a common form in all 
such instruments. This, we think, had its origin in the mort- 
gages confected in Spanish times. 

Following the order of Unzaga the defendant acknowl- 
edged the debt and thereupon plaintiff petitions for execution 
and the Assessor rules “Let the seizure (embargo) made at 
Pointe Coupee be approved * * * and transmit this to 
the Post so that there it may be finished in conformity to 
law.”” The Commander at Pointe Coupee (Balthazard de Vil- 
liers) in April, 1771, revived the seizure and on May 8th sold 
the seized property. The proces verbal shows the sale was 
announced on three consecutive Sundays and the adjudication 
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was made at the “bar of our Audience,” realizing 1278 livres, 
6 sols, 3 deniers. The costs were 221 livres, 5 sols. 

The proces-verbal of the adjudication of the land is dated 
May 15, 1771. In substance it says: “In the presence of the 
“undersigned witnesses, the Commander and Judge of Pointe 
“Coupee at the Bar of His Audience pursuant to an order from 
“Mr. Unzaga, Governor of the Province, proceeded to the sale 
“and adjudication to the highest bidder of a piece of land 20 
“‘arpents wide by the usual depth situated above the plantation 
“belonging to Mr. Landreneau called Derelon within this Post. 
“The adjudications thus made in conformity to the clauses and 
“conditions that the purchaser pay the price during the current. 
' “six months in piastres or indigo at the rate of piastres in New 
“Orleans and to give good and sufficient security according to 
“the usage for paying on credit, and in addition to this to pay 
“in cash the expenses of the present adjudication. This sale 
“is made after the land has been posted for three consecutive: 
“Sundays and cried in a loud, audible voice. After various 
“bids it was adjudicated by the Commander and Judge to Mr. 
“Lamothe for 300 livres according to the clauses and conditions 
“of the present proces-verbal. Mr. Lamothe giving as his se- 
“curity Antoine Bordelon and George Baran is left in charge 
“of the property. Signed by the parties present and the Com- 
“‘mander and Judge on the said day and year. Signed in the 
‘“‘minutes Lamothe, Guiot, La Fleur, Bordelon, Croizet, La Fleur 
“Jr., Missonniere and,Villier, Por despatch. Signec: Baltha- 
“zard de Villiers.” 

After the sale a question rose whether the corn-mill on 
the land had been included in the sale. The seizing creditor 
contended to the contrary and the Commander rendered judg- 
ment as follows: 

‘“‘Whereas the grist-mill (moulin a Piller) which is in ques- 
“tion is included in the seizure made at the defendant’s request. 
“of Mr. Mesnard’s effects in this Post, and that the mill is not 
“mentioned in the adjudication made to Lamothe of Messard’s 
“land. Let him be condemned to pay for the mill according to 
“the estimation which will be made by experts and also the 
“costs of the Court. Signed: Balthazard de Villiers.” ~~ 

On the reverse of this judgment, and signed Lamothe is 
this statement (which doubtless was written by, and should 
have been signed by Missonniere) : “By order of the Comman- 
‘der and Judge of this Post the undersigned has notified Mr. 
Lamothe of this judgment at his residence so that he may not 
pretend ignorance thereof. To which Lamothe answered that. 
he is appealing and appeals from the judgment rendered by 
the Commander to the Tribunal of Governor Unzaga where he 
will present his reasons (pour y deduire ses raisons). That in 
the meanwhile in execution of the said judgment he has de- 
posited 50 livres, the price at which the miill has been estimated 
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until new. orders have been issued by the Governor.” Signed: 
Lamothe, and below is written: “The appeal hereabove has 
been allowed by me.” (Unsigned.) The record does not show 
the prosecution of this appeal. 

| Report of Experts. April 5, 1772, Barre (Charles) and 
Tagant, carpenters called at the request of Mr. Croizet to make 
an estimation of the corn-mill formerly belonging to Mr. Mes- 
nard, and now in the possession of Lamothe. They went to 
the plantation where they examined the mill. According to 
their knowledge, and taking into consideration the repairs 
made by Lamothe which are apparent, they value the mill at 
50 livres. This is followed by a statement of costs for this 
service 17 livres, 17 sols, 6 deniers. 


Inasmuch as the sale did not produce sufficient to pay 
the writ, the plaintiff by petition to Governor Unzaga asked 
for an order to the Commander of the Post of Natchitoches to 
seize further property of the defendant. 

Unzaga sends this petition to Odoardo, who on May 12th 
rules: 

“let an order be issued to Joseph de la Pena, Lieutenant 
Governor of the Post of Natchitoches, acting in the absence of 
the proprietary, Captain Don Athanacio de Mesieres, so that 
he may embargo (seize) the estate which Louis Mesnard may 
have, and make him pay to Francois Croizet, or whoever may 
represent him, 797 livres, 18 sols, 9 deniers, which remains of 
a debt after the sale of his possessions held in Pointe Coupee, 
where his creditor has begun the demand and where the pro- 
ceeds from the sale of said possessions, 1099 livres, 11 sols, 9 
deniers, have been paid according to his receipt given on the 
reverse side of page 27. If the above mentioned payment is 
not satisfied within fifteen days (the order) must be executed 
as requested. Assessor’s fees three pesos.” Signed: Unzaga 
and Dor. Odoardo. Costs taxed at 6 pesos, 4 reales. May 12, 
1772. The record closes here. 


1770—September 5. Francisco Beaufort, agent for 
Francisco Beaufort vs. Alexio Dorval, natural tutor of 
Thomas Poree, tutor to his minor children, issue of his 
the Cazelar minors. marriage with Josephine Barrette 
No. 4003. 69 pp. (Barrett) deceased, sues to parti- 


Court of Governor Unzaga. tion the estates of the late Mr. 

Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. and Mrs. Provenche (Proven- 

Escribano, Juan B. Garic. cher), both deceased, claiming 

said minors are heirs to the one- 

_ Action upon a mutual half thereof under the joint will 

or joint will. of the decedents executed before 

Chantalou, Notary Public, May 

6, 1754. That under said will the Cazelar minors receive the 
other half. 
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The Dorval minors are in Canada, the Cazelar, in Louisiana, 
where the property is situated. Both claim through their de- 
ceased mothers who were nieces of the decedents. 

The defendants deny the ownership in equal parts, claiming 
that Mrs. Provenche in 1755 by codicil named the mother of the 
Cazelar minors her universal legatee. The result is that whereas 
under the mutual will the two sets of minors would inherit 
equally, the codicil has cut out the Dorvals and the ownership 
now stands one-quarter to Dorval and three-quarters to Cazelar. 
Plaintiff contests this contending that a joint will lawfully made 
of community interests cannot be changed by the survivor. 

The Assessor, Odoardo, decides that the will of May 5, 1754 
(the joint will) is properly revoked as to Mrs. Provenche by her 
codicil of November 5, 1755, and he orders the estate divided 
in the proportions claimed by the defendant. This is done through 
the medium of experts appointed by the Court. The partition 
was made in kind and costs were taxed against the Sucteession. 

The record is full of interesting contemporary documents, 
notarial acts, copies of wills, etc., and the pleadings are equally 
interesting. 


1770—September 6. Plaintiff, tutor of the Cazelar 
Thomas Poree vs. minors, calls upon St. Martin, 
Mr. St. Martin. Captain of the ‘‘Union,” to ac- 
No. 4075. 12 pp. count for the value of 402 pieces 


Court of Governor Unzaga. of lumber furnished by the de- 
Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. ceased Cazelar. The Captain re- 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. plies he had receipted for the 

timber for account of Fournier 
To ascertain if a debt and Saint Pe, who being called, 
is still due. answer through Pierre Saint Pe 

that they paid the price of the 
lumber to Guillermo de Verges, a creditor of the deceased Cazelar, — 
for the price of a negro, Stephen, for 2600 livres. Corroboration 
is furnished in the shape of a letter from de Verges. The plaintiff 
declares himself satisfied and the Court orders the item struck 
off the Cazelar inventory. Costs 9 pesos, 7 reales. 
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1770—September 15. Alexandro Harang, Desprez, at- 
Alexandro Harang vs. torney, curator for his minor 
Mr. Daigle (Esteban). brothers-in-law, Jacques and Jo- 
No. 4045. 216 pp. seph Roman, sues Esteban Dai-. 
Courts of Alcaldes gle, uncle and tutor of the min- 
Trudeau, Forstall Amelot, ors, for an accounting of his 
de Villiers and Duplessis. administration of the successions. 
With special rulings by of their deceased parents, Joseph 
Governor Unzaga. Roman and Marie Joseph Daigle, 


Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. his wife, the latter a sister of 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. Esteban Daigle, the defendant. 

Alcalde Trudeau sends this to 

To compel an account and Daigle and orders him to render 

settlement of the admin- a statement within one month. In 

istration of the estates of accordance with this decree on 

Joseph Roman and wife. December 3, 1770, defendant pre- 

sents an itemized statement of 

accounts running from February 26, 1769, to January 24, 1770, 

and four exhibits which form the basis for a prolonged litigation. 

Harang at this stage submits a petition with proofs showing 
that the sole heirs of the deceased Mr. and Mrs. Roman are 
Jacques, Joseph and Marie Ursula Joseph (the latter a deceased 
novice in religion) together with the wives of Alexandro Harang, 
son of Louis Harang, and Gabriel Fusilier de la Claire, whose 
other names are not given. He avers also that Mrs. Roman con- 
tracted a second marriage with a Mr. Barré whose first name is 
not given, and that she has children by this marriage, whose in- 
terests will have to be separated from those of the Roman heirs 
in their mother’s succession. 

After much litigation Forstall orders the case to go on 
trial within nine days, so that all claims may be proven and sat- 
isfied. Witnesses to be called to give their testimony under 
oath. Both sides present their interrogatories with a list of 
witnesses to be called. On November 15, Harang, and on Novem- 
ber 19, Mrs. Daigle, both petition for the “publication of the 
proofs” or the testimony previously given by their respective 
witnesses. In this evidence presented both sides have endeavored 
to clear up the disputed items in the accounts rendered, and to 
come to an understanding upon all outstanding debts and obli- 
gations which have not yet been satisfactorily arranged. 

The four main exhibits or articles that form the basis of 
ves law suit and of the extensive cross questioning are as fol- 

Ows: 

1. A loan dated March 12, 1767, of 15,000 livres at 5% 
made to Mr. Joseph Villere by Esteban Daigle of funds belong- 
ing to the Roman minors from their mother’s succession. The 
borrower promises to pay 5000 livres in one year and the other 
10,000 within three years in gold at maturity with accumulated 
interest, and grants a mortgage therefor on his present and fu- 
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ture estates with Mrs. Catherine Hubert Daunoy as surety. 
In a certified copy of this document it is stated the original is 
signed Villere, Hubert Daunoy, Etienne Daigle, (Etienne) Lu- 
nel, Joseph Maison, and Garic, notary. Later April 8, 1772, 
when the authenticity of the document is attacked because it 
fails to bear La Freniere’s signature, Juan B. Garic is called 
upon to testify whether this signature does not appear in the 
original. He declares under oath that upon examining the 
original in his archives the name of de La Freniere does appear 
but he neglected to put it down in making the certified copy. 
This debt of 15,000 livres seems to have been contested for 
some time, prior to this suit, because the record contains as 
an exhibit, a petition made to Governor O’Reilly, October 2, 
1769, in which Daigle asks that the debt due the Roman minors 
by Mr. Joseph Villere be ordered paid. On October 30, 1769 
O’Reilly rules that the request must be presented to the judges 
who will be appointed for the liquidation of confiscated prop- 
erty. Signed: O’Reilly. 

Note: The issues on this Villere loan resemble those 
presented in Laveau vs. Beller & Bugere, Louisiana Historical 
Quarterly Vol. 7, No. 1, page 168, viz: that of La Freniere 
borrowing from minors through others or permitting them to 
borrow without fulfilling all legal requirements, such for in- 
stance as calling a family meeting to obtain the authority for 
so doing. In this case the money is borrowed by Joseph Vil- 
lere, afterwards implicated in the expulsion of Ulloa. Des- 
prez, Harang’s attorney, speaks of La Freniere’s wife as being 
Villere’s sister, this must be a mistake unless he means half- 
sister, as Mrs. La Freniere was a Miss Hubert Bellair. What 
he probably does mean is that Catherine Hubert Daunoy who 
signed Villere’s bond for the loan was Mrs. La Freniere’s sis- 
ter.—L. L. P. 


2. The loan to Jean Hervouet on October 6, 1768, of 5491 
livres, 2 sols, 8 deniers by Etienne Daigle from funds belong- 
ing to the Roman minors which he agrees to pay within one 
year with interest, secured by a mortgage on his present and 
future estates and gives bond signed by (his aunt) Anna Roc- 
quille, holding the power of attorney of her husband Mauricio 
Testas. This debt is receipted for by Henry Desprez in the 
name of his client Alexandro Harang on January 23, 1772. 

3. Certain bills for merchandise supplied by Jean Andres 
Reynaud which the widow Daigle claims were for the Ro- 
mans. This item is satisfactorily cleared up and deducted 
from the bulk of the estate. 

4. This centers around the amounts paid by Charles Lo- 
riens, called Tarascon, to Gabriel Fusilier de la Claire to liq- 
uidate the former’s indebtedness to Mrs. Roman’s succession 
and went to make up a part of the share going to Mrs. de la 
Claire, née Roman, who besides this amount was alloted live 
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stock and slaves which must be deducted from her portion. 
This item is satisfactorily accounted for. 


Judgment. After reviewing 396 pages of closely written 
script, judgment is rendered May 16, 1772, by Alcalde Hipolito 
Amelot upon the advice of Assessor Cecilio Odoardo as fol- 
lows: In the suit prosecuted by Alexandro Harang, curator 
ad lites for the Roman minors, against Esteban Daigle, their 
curator ad bono, upon certain entries in the account rendered of 
their estate, the Court decrees: First, the entire amount of 
Mrs. Roman’s estate liquidated for the said minors by the An- 
cient Council was 45,572 livres, 4 sols, 7 deniers, this is a thing 
not to be disputed; this sum was previously confounded with 
the share belonging to the Barré heirs, their portion was sep- 
arated from the estate and placed in charge of Charles Taras- | 
con with whom the interested parties must treat for further 
—e as the Barré claim does not enter into this sen- 

ence 


Second, the item of accounts which have been given run- 
ning from page 2 onward must be declared to be well proven 
and in consequence deducted from the full value of the estate 
already mentioned. 

Third, the debt of 15,000 livres lent to Mr. Villere must 
be admitted, but reduced to 13,200 because of a payment of 
1800 livres. The written document for this amount must be 
cancelled in favor of the widow Daunoy who is ordered to 
pay immediately either to the minors or their representative 
the said 13,200 livres. 

Fourth, the item loan to Jean Hervouet ceases to exist as 
he has paid his debt. 

- Fifth, funeral expenses, costs of the Court, etc., (before 
the Superior Council) are all declared just. 

Sixth, as to the question of food, support etc., this should 
have been paid for with the interest or revenue from the funds 
in consideration of which these amounts should be rejected 
unless the Tribunal is informed as to the justice of the reasons, 
which have not been given by the curator, as he should be 
made to do if it is considered necessary. In which concep- 
tion if followed up the amount which has been produced from 
the Heryouet obligation or any other should be applied to this 
end, unless the affair is treated further. 

The Court also rejects certain items of expenses finding 
that same were not authorized by any of the Tribunals which 
have dealt with the succession. 

The reservation made by Etienne Daigle for 9112 livres, 
10 sols, 10 deniers, as the share of the minor, Maria Ursula 
Roman who died in a convent in France is also rejected as an 
item merged in the inheritance of her share by her surviving 
brothers and sisters. It should remain a part of the balance, 
to be paid under this decree. 
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Finally the Court decides that the estate belonging to the 
minors amounts to 18,920 livres, 19 sols, 7 deniers, which must 
be placed at the disposal of this Tribunal in Alexandro Harang’s 
charge to provide for its division which has not been made up to 
the present to the great prejudice of the minors. In order that 
this sentence may have effect the Daigle estate must pay the above 
said balance within 15 days, and. the costs of the proceedings 
paid by the said minors. To which end a taxation must be 
made by the escribano, including a fee of 200 reales for the 
Auditor of War upon whose advice this cause is definitely 
judged. “Thus it is provided and ordered.” Signed: Hipo- 
lito Amelot. Cecilio Odoardo. Attested before Juan B. Garic. 
Taxation of costs at 240 pesos, May 16, 1772. 

May 25, and 26, both litigants, each in a separate peti- 
tion, pray that the foregoing sentence may have entire effect 
and be declared to have the force of a thing consented to and 
passed in authority of a cause adjudged. On June 3, 1772, 
Amelot on Odoardo’s advice rules: Whereas, let the sentence 
definitely pronounced on May 16, of the current year, be de- 
clared as consented to and passed with the authority of a 
thing adjudged and in consequence thereof let it be guarded, 
complied with and executed according to its form and tenor. 
Assessor’s fees 12 reals. Signed: Amelot. Odoardo. 

December 5, 1772 Angela Daigle surrenders the Roman 
property to Harang and demands a receipt which on Decem- 
ber 14, 1772, the Court orders him to give. 

On July 22, 1773, before the division is actually made, 
Alexandro Harang presents the burial certificate of Joseph 
Roman, aged about 20 years, dated at St. Charles of the Ger- 
man Coast, May 24, 1773. Signed: Father Barnabé, Capuchin 
cure, and because of the death of this minor he asks that the 
estate 7 divided into three instead of four parts. . Petition 
granted. 


1770—September 17. In a petition signed by herself 
Mrs. Guichanduc vs. plaintiff claims that Mr. Garde, 
Mr. Garde (Juan). resident and merchant of this 
No. 4043. 7 pp. city, owes her 366 livres, 17 sols, 


Court of Governor Unzaga. 6 deniers, as appears from the 
Escribano, (not mentioned). notes and accounts which she 

presents. She has made many at- 
Plea of payment to a tempts to collect this debt from 
suit on a note. the defendant before his depart- 

ure for France, but without suc- 
cess. She prays the Court to order Mr. Garde to verify his sig- 
nature and acknowledge the obligations and return the orig- 
inals to her. Unzaga accepts the documents presented and 
orders the defendant under oath to swear and declare as to their 
contents. On the same day Garde under oath states that the 
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signatures are his but that he has paid his account to Mr. Gui- 
chanduc, and has his receipt, which he will present, proving to 
the Governor General that the debt has been paid and that Mr. 
Guichanduc failed to return the originaals. 

Juan Garde then answers Mrs. Guichanduc’s petition, stat- 
ing that her request is not just as he paid her husband and 
presents to the Court the receipt dated October 22, 1769. Signed: 
Bertrand Guichanduc. The suit ends here. 


September 19. Andres Neau, Henrique Desprez, 
Andres Neau vs. attorney, empowered by David 
Mr. Raguet. Saint Pé, resident of La Rochelle, 
No. 4067. 12 pp. France, captain of a vessel, al- 
Court of Alcalde leges that in March, 1767, he 
de la Chaise. delivered to Mr. Raguet an obli- 


Escribano, Juan B. Garic. gation of 2000 livres from the 

Marquis de Vaudreuil of July 26, 
To collect a deposit. 1763, belonging to a negress 

named Angela, because its pay- 
ment was requested in France, upon which sum he counted to 
the said Raguet, on March 12, 1767, 1800 livres in hard pesos 
for which on the same day Raguet obligated himself in writing, 
a legalized copy of which is attached to these records, agreeing 
to reimburse him the said sum in the same money in case of 
not being paid by the Marquis de Vaudreuil. In France David 
Saint Pé made every possible effort to collect his money. This 
obligation remaining in France at the disposition of and for 


the account of the said Raguet. His default in not having re- | 


-imbursed Mr. Saint Pé for more than three years has caused 
him great injury. He prays the Court to order Raguet to pay 
without any delay 1800 livres in coined pesos if more is not esti- 
mated to discharge said obligation to David Saint Pé for 970 
livres, 12 sols. | 

Four exhibits, “A,” “B,” “C,” “D,” appear in the record. 

“A.” A certified copy of the original receipt sent to La 
Rochelle, France, signed by Raguet in New Orleans, March 12, 
1767, for 1800 silver livres of France in piastres at the rate of 
5 livres, 5 sols per piastre, received from David Saint Pé for the 
amount of a “reconnaissance” (Canadian Note) of July 26, 1763, 
from the Marquis de Vaudreuil, belonging to a negress, Angelique, 
as well as her procuration to retire the said funds from the 
hands of Vaudreuil. It is supposed that Mr. Saint Pé will 
afterwards take the necessary proceedings to receive the amount, 
and not receiving it, Raguet obligates himself to reimburse him 
for the 1800 livres in the same kind of money of France at the 
same rate of exchange, on delivering to him the said procuration 
and the receipt from de Vaudreuil. Signed: “Raguet.” Francois 
Simon Regnaud, greffier of the Court of the Admiralty of the 
City of La Rochelle, France, on April 29, 1768, gives a certified 


| 
» 
_ 
4 


Index to Spanish Judicial Record 727 


copy of the foregoing receipt made in New Orleans, and filed in 
the Archives of La Rochelle. On May 2, 1768, Pierre Jean Bap- 
tiste Griffon, “Counseiller” of the King, acting in the absence 
of the Lieutenant and Judge certifies to the authenticity of 
the above copy. Signed: Griffon. 

“B.” Extract from a letter written to Messrs. Chaudruc 
Brothers by Mr. P. C. Lambert of Paris, dated March 19, 1768, to 
the effect that on the 17th he has at last ended the affair of Mr. 
David Saint Pé with de Vaudreuil for the liquidation of a “recon- 
naissance” from the latter of the effects hereinafter described 
which he had for Angelique, a free negress of Louisiana, which 
she had transferred to David Saint Pé and which you have de- 
livered to me by your letter of June 7, 1767. The said reconnais- 
sance covering: 


3088.1. in a Canadian bill of exchange liquidated at 


1946 :15 in notes & “recon.” idem liquidated at 75% 
5034 :14 2030 :14 
What writer received on Canadian Note 2827 1. 
In small amounts for balance.................. 30:14 
2030 :14 


Interest for 3 years at 414% must be added to 
the incidentals. 
From the balance deduction made 243 


30:14 

273:14 
Mr. de Vaudreuil was paid 96:6................ 96: 6 

370. 
Reimbursement of de Vaudreuil what he has 
paid the negress on account of the said re- 
what she owes Vaudreuil 70 aun Particular 
370 


This is the liquidation above of a Canadian Note of 2000 livres. 
“Reconnaissance du Canada de 2000 L.,” upon which was re- 
turned to the writer 96:6, he paid the balance to de Vaudreuil. 
He debits and holds the note (reconnaissance) at Lambert’s 
orders, not doubting that Saint Pé has given his orders on the 
subject. On April 23 the Canadian bills were negotiated at 
4514 and 46% loss. It is certified that this conforms to the 
' original at La Rochelle April 26, 1768. Signed: Chaudruc 
Brothers. 
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“C.” A letter written from La Rochelle, France, May 27, 
1768, to Mr. Andre Neau of New Orleans by one signing E. L. 
Sugnette, who speaks of David Saint Pé as “our brother-in-law.” 
He states that the latter has left his procuration with him to 
settle the affair with Mr. Raguet, a certified copy of whose 
receipt he sends, the original remaining with the minutes of 
the greffier in the Court of the Admiralty. By this said obliga- 
tion Raguet obligates himself to reimburse David Saint Pé for 
1800 livres in piastres gourdes at 5 livres, 5 piastres the livre, 
if he is not able to recover the money when settling the accounts 
with de Vaudreuil in virtue of Angelique’s procuration which 
he holds to retire from the said Vaudreuil the proceeds of a bill 
of exchange or Canadian Note of 2000 livres. To convert this 
“reconnaissance” of Canada into specie it lost 46% on the Ex- 
change of Paris, which reduced it to 1080 livres, 
from which must be deducted commission 10:16 
Postage of letter to Mr. Lambert........ 3:10 
Real money in full settlement to Vaudreuil 96: 6 


110:12 total 110:12 


Taken from the original 1080 livres leaves.............. 970:12 


this amount you proposed to the said Angelique to abandon 
(de Vous abandonner Pour cette somme) which in accepting you 
give an account for a balance of 829:8 which added to the re- 
mainder left above 970:12 + 829:8 — 1800 livres, the amount 
which Saint Pé counted out to Raguet for this object, then the 
said reconnaissance would remain at the risk and fortune of 
Saint Pé. In virtue of the procuration that you will hold and 
the copies (L’expedition) of the said reconnaissance which I 
transmit to you, you will pay back the total amount in piastres 
gourdes to Mr. Saint Pé at my address.” The rest of the letter 
is taken up with business transactions with other parties which 
Neau is asked to look after. 


“D.” <A letter written by Raguet to Neau, dated July 16, 
1769, stating that he has just received the news of Saint Pé’s 
affair for the first time and upon his earliest opportunity he will 
stop at Neau’s house to arrange for the payment of the debt 
which is just. Signed: Raguet. 

May 29, 1771, Juan B. Garic in the form of a petition sets 
forth that there is a case in course of prosecution in the Trib- 
unals by Andres Neau, now dead, against Raguet to collect a 
debt, and that is being challenged by the said Raguet in his 
business (y que siendo recusado por el dho. Raguet en sus 
negocios). He prays the suit be transferred to Andres Almones- 
tar’s office and a taxation made of the costs. Petition granted, 
Costs taxed at 3 pesos, 1 real, but never paid. 
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1770—September 19. Francisca Plazan, or Plason, 
Widow Prevost vs. Widow Prevort (Prevost), Ma- 
her deceased husband’s zange, attorney, sets forth that 
estate, or Francisco La she is creditor of the succession 
Chapelle, testamentary of her late husband, formerly 
executor. agent for the Royal Company of 
No. 4084. 56 pp. the Indies, for 30,000 livres. She 


Court of Governor Unzaga. presents her contract of marriage 

Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. as proof of her claim and prays 

Escribano, Juan B. Garic. for a writ of execution against 

his estate through Francisco La 

To recover her dowry. Capelle, testamentary executor. 

The Court orders the contract 

of marriage translated into Spanish by Jacinto Panis. The 

French original does not appear with the records as by a re- 

ceipt signed at the end of the suit, dated June 3, 1773, it was 
returned to Mrs. Prevost. 

By the translation it appears that on July 1, 1745, Juan 
Baptiste Prevost, son of Juan Prevost and Marie Gremporelle, 
native of the Parish of St. Medardo del Gran Tremblay, Diocese 
of Paris, married Francisca Plassan or Plazan, widow of Nicolas 
Mayoux de Lormaison. Contrary to the custom of Paris they 
annul and renounce each for himself any share in the others’ 
estate and hereby separate their property and henceforth each 
one will hold the title to what belongs to him and her and there- 
fore neither one is responsible for the debts of the other con- 
tracted either before or after marriage. During the married life 
the wife will pay a certain sum for her board and for her ser- 
vants. Mrs. Mayeux or Mayoux will remain tutrix to her minor 
children who are a daughter married to Mr. La Chapelle living 
in Cabo Frances, Santo Domingo, a daughter about 18 who is 
living with her father’s family in France, a daughter aged about 
5 years, and a boy about 18 months. She is to have charge of 
the persons, estates, and of the education of her children. Mr. 
Prevost voluntarily makes his future wife a dower donation of 
25,000 livres paid at once, or 1250 livres yearly life income, with 
an additional gift of 5,000 livres as a provision for any children 
that may be born to them and in case there are no children, and 
in event of his death this amount goes to his future wife, and in 
case she predeceases him without children this amount returns 
to his estate. 

December 3, 1770, Francisco La Chapelle disputes the 
widow’s claim. In the first place when the marriage was con- 
tracted Prevost was agent for the Company of the Indies, and 
owed them a considerable amount. Secondly the dower donation 
stipulated that the 25,000 livres was to be paid in one sum or as 
1250 livres yearly life income. Thirdly it is lawful that the 
company must be paid in preference to the widow or that it may 
have codérdination with the succession before the plaintiff can 
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claim the principal of 30,000 livres, as Prevost might have been 
debtor to the said company at the time he made the donation 
which would make the first debt privileged. The widow can 
not complain as up to now her dowry has been actually paid each 
year by reason of the 1250 livres turned over to her in conform- 
ity to the marriage contract. He is waiting for the affairs of the 
company to be settled and sent his procuration to France more 
than a year ago and has not received any news of the codrdina- 
tion which the said company may have taken with the said suc- 
cession. He therefore prays the widow be ordered to wait until 
the Company of the Indies is paid or that it may have taken 
coordination with the said succession for what is divided before 
the widow demands her 30,000 livres. This is sent to the widow. 


April 25, 1771, she answers stating that La Chapelle has 
no right to frustrate her claim for her dowry and reiterates her 
plea for execution against her husband’s estate for her dower do- 
nation. On July 1, 1771, La Chapelle disputes her right to col- 
lect the amount stipulated and on July 2, Unzaga on Odoardo’s 
advice orders the case to go on trial within 9 common days when 
the litigants must call witnesses and prove their claims. Mrs. 
Prevost calls La Chapelle, Mathurin Dreaux, Santiago Livau- 
dais, and Joseph Adrien de la Place, who are questioned accord- 
ing to the tenor of an interrogatorio she presents. On the 
strength of the testimony given the widow sums up her case on 
February 8, 1772, and again prays for a writ of execution. Un- 
zaga orders this sent to La Chapelle, and the case concluded. 


February 12, 1772, Francisco La Chapelle presents Juan B. 
Prevost’s will and codicil, dated June 23, 1769, and July 4, 1769, 
respectively, and calls the Court’s attention to the fact that ac- 
cording to the testator’s own statement in his will at the time 
of his death he owed the Company of the Indies about 145,000 
livres of which a third is in ancient notes of the colony according 
to the accounts which will be found among his papers concern- 
ing the solution of his administration. The defendant prays for 
a definitively pronounced sentence, the Court interposing its au- 
thority and judicial decree. 

March 10, 1772, Unzaga on Odoardo’s advice rules: This 
case can not be ended without a hearing for the Company of the 
Indies which as this Tribunal is informed does not exist today. 
As it must be represented the Court must name and does name 
Enrique Desprez, public attorney, defender, who must be notified 
for his acceptation, oath and bond and this done deliver to him 
the records of the case so that he may promote what may be 
convenient. Assessor’s fees 80 reales. Enrique Deprez quali- 
fies and gives as his bondsman, Destrehan, (first name not given). 

April 27, 1772, Enrique Desprez as defender for the Com- 
pany of the Indies states that he does not consider the widow’s 
claim as a privileged creditor is just as Mr. Prevost, agent for the 
company and charged with its interests and money, could not 
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make a donation as his estate was mortgaged for the liquidation 
of what was in his charge for the company. Mrs. Prevost re- 
ceived the full amount of her dowry in her yearly income paid 
to her up to her husband’s death. August 19, 1772, Unzaga 
and Odoardo rule: “To better prove the point in question let 
the act of inventory made at the time of Juan B. Prevost’s death 
be produced. Assessor’s fees 10 reales. 

August 22, 1772, Mrs. Prevost answers that she was noti- 
fied to remit the inventory of her husband’s succession. As 
this will be very costly to produce and as there is a copy filed 
with the records given by Francisco La Chapelle to Salomon 
Prevost (a nephew) in Don Andres Almonester’s office, she prays 
that it be ordered held there for the present. 

_ Unzaga on Odoardo’s advice orders the records brought to 
the Court, and on November 3, cites the parties for the definite 
sentence which belongs to the case, and on November 18 it is 
pronounced as follows: Having seen and reviewed the records 
of the foregoing case, the Court after due reflection declares the 
widow’s “intencion” (claim) as well proven, but not so the 
“escepciones” (objections) of the executor. In consequence he 
condemns the latter to pay the former 25,000 livres so that she 
may enjoy them during her life. It excepts the property of the 
heirs of Juan B. Prevost, the 5,000 livres to remain according 
to the donation made by her husband. The defendant must pay 
this amount within 5 days with costs which must be taxed by 
the present escribano. This is the definitive judgment and thus 
it is decreed and signed on the advice of the Assessor General 
whose fees are 10 reales. Signed: Luis de Unzaga y Amezaga 
and Doctor Cecilio Odoardo. 

Taxed 78 pesos on November 23, 1772. 

June 3, 1773, plaintiff petitions for and receives the French 
copy of her marriage contract, signing a receipt for it on the 
same day. 


1770—September 22. Enoule Beaumont, Mazange, at- 
Beaumont vs. Cadet. torney, petitions to summon Pe- 
No. 3998. 7 pp. dro Portal, Jr. (“Cadet Sastre’’) 
Court of Alcalde a tailor, to verify his note of 175 
Trudeau. tbcare in piastres gourdes. On 


Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. October 5, 1770, defendant de- 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. nies the note and signature but 

says he owes plaintiff 27 pesos. 
To collect a note. On October 22, plaintiff states 

that since defendant acknowl- 
edges a debt of 27 pesos he prays for a writ of execution. Al- 
calde Trudeau orders the debt paid within 5 days with a warning 
of judicial compulsion. On November 5, plaintiff says that al- 
though Portal has been ordered to pay he has not done so, he 
reiterates his plea for execution. Mr. Cadet (Pedro Portal Jr.) 
is ordered to pay within 3 days. | 
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March 21, 1771, Beaumont petitions that his note be re- 
turned to him and costs taxed, as the suit has been withdrawn. 
Costs taxed at 9 pesos, on June 10, 1771. 

Note just below the taxation is written, Mr. Mazange has 
received 7 pesos, Cadet only owes 2 pesos.—L. L. P. 


1770—September 22. Andres Tete, saddler or chair- 
Andres Tete Sillero vs. maker, Mazange, attorney, tutor 
Monsanto and Vaugine. to the Adam minors, children of 
No. 4110. 16 pp. Nicholas Adam and Marguerite 


Court of Governor Unzaga. Roy, claims that Izaac Rodri- 
Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. guez Monsanto, with Mr. de Vau- 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. gine as security, owes the said 

minors 6000 livres in notes of the 
To collect a debt. Colony reduced by order of the 

King to 3600 livres on a mort- 
gage dated February 1, 1766, a certified copy here presented. 
He prays for execution to the extent of the debt, its one-tenth and 
costs against the property of the defendant which is in Mr. For- 
stall’s posession, and if this is not sufficient to issue an order 
to seize the surety’s estate. The Court orders Andres Tete to 
produce his authority by which he acts as tutor. 

November 6, 1770, Andres Tete presents a certified copy of 
an extract from the Register of Audiences of the Superior Coun- 
cil, dated August 11, 1768, of the family meeting called to ap- 
point a tutor to the children of Nicolas Adam, deceased, which 
resulted in the selection of their step-father Andres Tete. This 
copy was made October 17, 1770. Thereupon November 13, the 
writ of execution is issued and entrusted to Santiago Hallays to 
be carried out. Hallay reports to Garic, escribano, and Joseph 
Ducros, General Receiver, in the presence of Louis Lioteu, Fran- 
cisco Goudeau, and Pedro Clermont, witnesses, that pursuant to 
the Court’s order he went to Messrs. Forstall and Duforest and 
asked them to produce movables to the amount of 3600 livres in 
their possession belonging to Mr. Monsanto, so that he might 
seize them. They delivered to him an account of the said Mon- 
santo with the deceased Nicolas Chauvin Boisclair for 3799 livres, 
12 sols, 6 deniers. This account he seized by virtue of the au- 
thority invested in him, and placed it in the hands of the Gen- 
eral Receiver, who signs together with the escribano, and the 
deputy sheriff. 

January 12, 1771, Andres Tete prays that Widow Bois- 
clair be summoned to verify the account. On the same day 
Louise Darensbourg, widow of the deceased Boisclair, under 
oath declares that the certification placed at the bottom of 
the account is written and signed by her late husband, but 
she does not know if he owes the amount stipulated. She has 
in her possession some notes and receipts from Mr. Monsanto 
and will go to her plantation to look for them. She says in 
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fifteen days she will return with the notes and receipts. 
Signed: Widow Bosclair. 


February 12, 1771, Andres Tete prays that the account 
and mortgage be returned to Mr. Forstall who has charge 
of Mr. Monsanto’s affairs, and costs be taxed. Granted. Tax- 
ation at 14 pesos, 9 reales. 


Note: Enclosed with this record but detached, is an act 
of sale dated December 23, 1769, by which Francisco Camin- 
ada sells to J. Armont a plantation consisting of 8 arpents, 
for 850 livres of which he received in cash 350 livres, the re- 
maining 500 livres to be paid in one year in cotton at 80 livres 
a quintal. He obligates himself to record this act with the 
greffier, and to make the ordinary postings of the sale. This 
act of sale apparently has no connection with the suit.—L. L. P. 


1770—October 9. Olographic will of Pedro Bauré 

or Boré which is divided into 10 
Will articles. He names his brother 
Deposited by Mr. Bore Alexandre Bauré as his only test- 
with the Notarial acts. amentary executor. The _ testa- 

tor’s wife has pre-deceased him 
No. 10782. and he mentions no forced heirs. 
pp. 97236-97238. He wills various sums to charity 


and to the members of his and_ 
his wife’s families, stipulating just what each one is to receive. 
He leaves a legacy of 100 livres to a negress named Maniche, 
belonging to the deceased Madame Boutte. He frees a slave 
named Rene and leaves him 300 livres. His other slaves are 
to go to his brother Alexandre who is residuary legatee. This 
will is dated and signed July 6, 1768, and is re-dated and 
re-signed on January 6, 1769, as his last will and testament. In 
a foot note in Spanish dated October 9, 1770, it is stated that 
Alexandro Bauré appeared in the office of the escribano and 
asks to deposit a written document which he said was the last 
will and testament of his brother Pedro Bauré who had left it 
in the hands of “Patre prosper” (Padre Prosper?) He fur- 
= says that his brother had gone to France where he had 
ied. 
Juan B. Garic, Escribano, attests and signs to the filing of 
this will in his Archives. 
Note: This is the first and only olographic will so far 
found in the Spanish Archives and it belongs to the French 
Period.—L. L. P. 
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1770—October 16. Plaintiffs present a bill for mer- 
Georges and Diard vs. chandise due them by the de- 
de Morand. fendant for 283 livres, 4 sols, 9 

deniers, running from December 
No. 4038. 4 pp. 7, 1767, to October 6, 1768, and 
Court of Governor pray he be summoned to verify 
Unzaga. the debt. Petition granted. The 


Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. escribano returns the summons 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. stating he was unable to deliver 
To collect a bill for mdse. it as Mr. de Morand was in Ar- 

| kansas. On December 14, the 
plaintiffs declare that defendant wishes to pay his debt, they 
therefore withdraw the executory proceedings and ask that de 
Morand pay costs. This is sent to him. December 24, plain- 
tiffs set forth that defendant has not answered their last peti- 
tion; they now pray that he be ordered to pay costs and return 
the original bill. Granted. The suit ends here without taxa- 
tion. 


October 16. Juan Bourky (Bouqui), a butcher, 
Bourky vs. petitions to collect a debt due for 
Populus Sr. meat as appears from defend- 
No. 4006. 8 pp. ant’s note. He asks that he be 


Court of Governor Unzaga. ordered to verify his signature 


‘Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. and acknowledge the debt, and 


Escribano, Juan B. Garic. that his declaration be returned 

to the petitioner so that he may 
To collect a bill .for take the necessary legal steps to 
meat. obtain his money. Petition 


granted. On October 18, 1770, 
Louis Populus under oath acknowledges the debt and signa- 
ture. 


January 11, 1771, Juan Bourqui prays for a writ of execu- 
tion since Populus has verified the debt. This is sent to the 
Assessor General, who orders the debt paid within 5 days with 
a warning of judicial compulsion. On March 21, 1771, the 5 
days having more than elapsed plaintiff reiterates his plea for 
execution. Governor Unzaga on Odoardo’s advice on March 
Bde i the writ issued and the decrees of the Court car- 
ried out. 


On December 4, 1771, Juan B. Garic in the form of a 
petition sets forth that the suit being prosecuted in Governor 
Unzaga’s Court, Bourky vs. Populus, has been suspended owing 
to a meeting of Louis Populus’ creditors who have granted him 
an extension of five years, on condition that he pay costs. 
As Leonardo Mazange is syndic to collect various rents and 
debts due defendant which are sufficient to pay same, he asks 
that the Court order him to do so and end this suit. Peti- 
tion granted, Costs taxed at 12 pesos. 
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1770—October 16. Theresa Gallard, wife of Mr. Le- 
Mrs. Lesassier vs. sassier, sets forth that Mr. Fou- 
Mr. Subie (Soubie). cault whose estate is deposited 
No. 4051. 7 pp. with Jaun Soubie owes her 90 
Court of Alcalde livres as will appear from the 
de la Chaise. notes and letter she presents, in 


Assessor, Cecilio Odoardo. which Foucault says he will pay 
Escribano, Juan B. Garic. the note her husband has already 

paid Mrs. Pradel or de Pradelle, 
‘To collect two notes (for 12 piastres) by “your” (de 
due by Foucault. la Chaise) order written at the 

foot of the said note. The plain- 
tiff finds it necessary to take legal action against the estate 
entrusted to the defendant and prays that the debt be ordered 
paid within a short space of time. Alcalde de la Chaise rules 
that the notes be shown to Mr. Soubie. 


The originals of the two notes and Foucault’s letter. 
First, A note for 12 piastres dated October 24, 1768, signed 
Lesassier asking his wife to pay this amount to Mrs. de Pra- 
delle (Pradel). Below is an order from Alcade de la Chaise 
for Mrs. Lesassier to pay the note. Second, A note dated 
August 15, 1769, signed Foucault, promising to pay Lesassier 30 
livres. Third, A letter to Mrs. Lesassier from Foucault dated 
April ist, 1769, in which he states that his bad health pre- 
vents him from going to the city where his papers are kept, 
— it impossible for him to settle his accounts with Mr. 

sassier. 


Juan Soubie, in charge of Mr. Foucault’s estate and ef- 
fects, answers, informing the Court that the said estate has 
been seized by order of Mr. Aubry, who has given notice of 
it to His Excellency the Duke de Choiseul, Minister of Marine 
in Paris, and that the decision of the Court of Paris on the 
subject has not arrived, and that neither Sefior O’Reilly nor 
His Excellency the Governor General can give a judicial de- 
cision regarding the estate and that he (Soubie) herewith peti- 
tions for a permit to lease out some of the negroes belonging 
to the estate which are under the orders of His Most Christian 
Majesty, and for this reason Mrs. Lesassier must wait for a 
new notification from France. As the debt is so small the 
Court orders it paid within 5 days. 

In an undated petition Theresa Gallard Lesassier states 
that Mr. Soubie was ordered to pay within 5 days; he has not 


. done so; she prays for execution against the Foucault estate 


for the amount due her. This ends the record. 


(To be Continued.) 
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